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Current Topics. 
The Lord Chancellor’s Visit to Canada. 


IT 1s announced that Lord HALDANE is to be the guest of 
the American Bar Association, and is to deliver the annual address 
at the meeting of the association at Montreal on the Ist of 
September. Mr. KELLoGG, the president of the association, in 
reterring to Lord HALDANR’s acceptance of the invitation, has 
said that the event will be one of “international importance, 
and will tend to cement further the ties of friendship which 
unite the two great English-speaking nations. It is a fitting 
prelude to the celebration of the i00th anniversary of peace 
between Great Britain, Canada, and the United States.” This 
sentiment will be fully reciprocated here. Lord HALDANE, after an 
incursion into another province where he did work of permanent 
value, has found a more natural scope for his great abilities 
and influence as the head of the administration of the law, and 
in that capacity he will be,the guess of the American Bar 
Association. The law is steadily, though slowly, acquiring the 
same influence in international relations as in municipal life, 
and we do not doubt that we may regard the Lord Chancellor 
as standing for this influence in both American and European 
relations. 


Pawns in the Game. 


THE FOREMAN of a jury who said recently that they were 
merely pawns in the legal game, used a double-edged expression. 
He intended to emphasize the absurdity of eleven jurymen being 
| dismissed, after a futile day’s labour, because one of their 

number had fallen ill. In fact, however, at the end of the 
game——and that is where the jury come in—the pawns have the 
deciding voice. It is quite possible that amendments of the law 
will both remove the inconvenience in question, and relieve 
jurors to a large extent of the decisive influence which they have 
hitherto enjoyed. In a letter to the Z'imes of the 22nd ult., Sir 
| Harry PoLanp pointed out that the proposal, in case of illness 
| of a juror, to take the verdict of the rest, was made by Mr. T. W. 
ERLE, then a master of the High Court, in 1882, and there is 
really no objection to allowing a trial to proceed with eleven o1 
ten jurymen. As to the functions of jurymen in general, that 
is a wider question, and we are waiting for the report of the 
committee on the subject. The jury is supposed to be the 
protector of individual liberty against the tyranny of the 
Government, and this may have been so 100 years ago. At 
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the present day it is not a protection even against the tyranny 
of the motor-car and the motor-bus. And in civil cases of any 
complexity we are content to accept the dictum of the Times, 
in a leading article on Sir HARRY POLAND’s Jetter, that the 
spinning of a coin in the air would be as unobjectionable as a 
jury. 
The Enforcement of Restrictions on Employees. 
THE DECISION of ScruTTON, J., in Continental Ture and Rubber 
(Great Britain) Co. v. Heath (Times, 22nd ult.) deserves fuller 
consideration than we can give it at present, but it seems to repre- 
sent the desire of the common law judge to enforce contracts 
rather than the function which the equity judge has, in certain 
casez, allowed himself to assume, of inquiring whether,they ought 
to be enforced. The defendant, a traveller in solid tires, had 
bound himself, by his agreement with the plaintiffs, not to deal 
in india-rubber goods in the United Kingdom, France or Germany 
for a year from the termination of the agreement. The agree- 
ment was determinable by four weeks’ notice on either side, and 
was determined. /’rimé facie, such an agreement, being in restraint 
of trade, is contrary to public policy and void, but it may be 
justifiei by the circumstances of the particular case. “ It is,” said 
Lord MACNAGHTEN in the Nordenfelt Case (1894, A. C. p. 565), 
“a sufficient justification, if the restriction is reasonable— 
reasonable, that is, in reference to the interests of the parties 
concerned, and reasonable in reference to the interests of the 
public, so framed and so guarded as to afford adequate protection 
to the party in whose favour it is imposed, while at the same time 
it is in no way injurious to the public.” In cases of restraint on 
employment the interest of the public ssems to be confined to 
securing that the employee shall not be unduly fettered in earn- 
ing bis livelihood, and while, as between competing manufacturers 
or tradesmen, the particular interest of the covenantor may, per- 
haps, be disregarded, we should not be sorry to see it otherwise 
as regards employees. We doubt whether there is real freedom 
of contract when the agreement is made, and probably covenants 
restraining employees have found too easy an entrance in practice; 
and, as the decision of ScruTTON, J., in favour of the plaintiffs in 
the present case shews, the leaning of the common law courts— 
and in this respect, no doubt, equity must fo'low the law —.is 
against interfering with the covenant. The learned judge 
expressed also the opinion that the covenant could not be severed 
as regards various classes of india-rubber goods and confined to 
solid tires in which the defendant had dealt, since the -single 
phrase “ india-rubber goods” was used and must receive its 
ordinary construction ; on this point he preferred Baker v. Hedge- 
cock (35 Ch. D. 520), to Baines v. Geary (35 Ch. D. 154); though 
she covenant was severable as regards the countries named, 


Contracts in Equity. 

WITH THE tendency to the strict enforcement of contracts 
shewn in the case just referred to, it is interesting to compare 
the decision of the Privy Council contained in the judgment 
prepared by the late Lord MACNAGHTEN and delivered by 
Lord Mouton in Kilmer v. British Columbia Orchard Lands 
(Limited) (Times, 27th ult.) The respondent company were 
unpaid vendors of a tract of undeveloped land in British 
Columbia. By the agreement the appellant, who was the 
po undertook to pay the purchase money with interest 
»y specified instalments at specified dates. Time was declared 
to be of the essence of the agreement, and in default of punctual 
payment at an appointed date of the instalment of purchase 
money and the interest then payable or any part thereof, the 
agreement was to be null and void, all payments made under 
the agreement were to be absolutely forfeited to the vendor, and 
the vendor was to be at liberty to resell the property immediately. 
The purchaser was let into possession, but an instalment was not 
paid at the due date, and the vendors claimed to enforce the 
forfeiture. Tho purchaser counter-claimed for specific perform- 
ance, and paid the overdue instalment into court. The trial judge 
was in his favour, but the Court of Appeal followed the literal 
terms of the agreement, and held that the forfeiture was enforce- 
able, This result the Privy Council have reversed in accord- 
ance with the principle recognized in the similar case of 
Re Dagenham (Thames, Dock Co. (8 Ch. App. 1022). The 
parties to a contract of sale can make time the essence of 





the contract, and the purchaser, if he is not ready to complete at 
the appointed date, cannot compel completion afterwards. But 
when the vendor has accepted his purchase money, or part of it, 
the case is different. A clause of forfeiture is in the nature of 
a penalty, and the court will relieve against it and allow the 
purchaser to complete, notwithstanding that time is of the 
essence of the contract. It was, the court observed, an even 
stronger case than the Dagenham Case, for the penalty, if enforced 
according to the letter of the agreement, became more and more 
severe as the agreement approached completion, and the amount 
of money liable to confiscation became larger. No doubt there 
are differences between a case like this and the enforcement of 
covenants by employees, but none the less it is wor‘h noting 
that, in the present case, equity readily allows the letter of the 
agreement to be set aside, while at common law this is a thing 
to be severely deprecated. 


Privy Council Appeals. 

THE CASE of Arnold v. The King-Emperor (Times, February 25th), 
which has excited great interest in the House of Commons, 
illustrates, in the case of a criminal conviction, the principles on 
which the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council acts when 
it advises the King to grant special leave of appeal from some 
colonial court. From all colonial courts, with a few exceptions 
in which a statute of the Imperial Parliament has abolished the 
right, an appeal lies to the King. It is bis prerogative, as the 
fountain of justice, to correct the errors or alleged errors of all 
courts within his dominions; in the case of the United 
Kingdom this function has been exercised from time immemorial 
by the House of Lords ; in the case of all his other dominions, 
the King exercises this prerogative in accordance with the advice 
tendered him by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 
But where the right of appeal exists from the courts of some 
colony or dependency, there are two very different ways in 
which it can be invoked by an appellant. The first is “ by right 
of grant” ; the second is “ by special leave.” The former exi-ts 
wherever a local statute, or the constitution of a colony, has 
provided that in a certain class of cases there is to be an appeal 
to the Privy Council; such appeal may either be one which the 
appellant can invoke as a matter of right without leave from any- 
one, or it may be one as _to which the certificate of some official 
in the colony is required as a condition precedent, or it may be 
one in respect of which the Supreme Court of the Colony is 
itself intrusted with the duty of granting or refusing leave to 
appeal. But where none of these three modes of appealing 
exists under the local law, or where any of them exists, but the 
appellant has not satisfied the condition precedent to its exercise, 
there still exicts the possibility of appealing “by special leave” 
of the Judicial Committee itself. Formerly appeal “ by right of 
grant” was very restricted ; but in accordance with the desire 
expressed by the Colonial Conference in 1907, the position has 
been reversed of late years. The right to grant special leave is 
now delegated by the Judicial Committee to the local courts in 
every case, except where an imperial or a colonial statute 
expressly forbids it (Bentwich’s Privy Council Practice, p. 193). 
The result is that “special leave” of the Final Court of 
Appeal is only requ:red.and granted, as a general rule, when it 
has been applied for and refused by the court below. 


Criminal Appeal by Special Leave. 

THE RESULT of this wide residual right of the Crown to 
entertain the petition of a subject who desires His Majesty to 
exercise his prerogative, by granting special leave to appeal from 
some judgment of a colonial court, is that such appeals have 
always been possible “by special leave” in criminal cases as 
well as in civil. ‘Upon principle and reference to the decisions 
of this committee,” runs the judgment in Regina v. Bertrand 
(1867, L. R. 1 P. C., at pp. 529 et seq), “ it seems undeniable that 
in all cases, criminal as well as civil, arising in places from which 
an appeal would lie, and where, either by the terms of a charter 
or statute, the authority has not been parted with, it is the 
inherent prerogative right and on all proper occasions the duty 
of the Queen in Council to exercise an appellate jurisdiction with a 
view not only to ensure . . the due administration of 













justice in the individual case, but also to preserve the due 
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course of procedure generally. The interest of the Crown, 
duly considered, is at least as great in these respects in criminal 
as in civil cases.” There are obvions’ reasons, however, why 
the granting of such leave in criminal cases—especially those in 
which the death sentence has been passed so that the granting 
of leave means a very long respite of execution—should be exer- 
cised reluctantly, and therefore, the instances of such appeals 
being entertained are rare. “The result is that any application 
to be allowed to appeal in a crimina! case comes to this Com- 
mittee labouring under a great preliminary difficulty—a difficulty 
not always overcome by the mere suggestion of hardship in the 
circumstances of the case” (ibid.). But the difficulty is not 
invincible, and it may be overcome by shewing that the facts 
disclose a danger that the orderly administration of justice will 
be perverted in future cases if the decision appealed from is not 
quashed (iid.). The rules which govern the Board in granting 
leave have been laid down in two leading cases (Riels v. The 
Queen, 1885, 10 A. C. 675; and Dillet’s Case, 1887, 12 A. C. 
459), in which latter case Lord Watson delivered what is 
probably his greatest judgment. In Jiel’s Case the rule was 
expressed as being, that leave will only be granted when there 
has been some clear departure from the “ requirements of natural 
justice.” This was elaborated by Lord Watson in Dillet’s Case 
intoa rule that such leave is only granted when “it is shewn 
that by a disregard of the forms of legal process, or by some 
violation of the principles of natural justice, or otherwise, sub- 
stantial and grave injustice has been done.” 


The Special Grounds in Arnold’s Case. 


THE WORDING of the rule as laid down in Liei’s Case, and in 
Dillet’s Case (supra), is necessarily vague ; but an excellent illus- 
tration of the way in which it is to be applied is to be found in 
Mr. Arnold's Case, on which we are commenting. Mr. CHANNING 
ARNOLD was the editor of a newspaper published in Burmah, 
and in his paper he had inserted a series of articles headed “A 
Mockery of British Justice,” in which he alleged that the trial of a 
prisoner accused of assaulting a native girl had been so conducted 
by the district magistrate as to prevent justice from being done, and 
to'secure the acquittal of the prisoner. Among other allegations 
he based his criticism on the facts that the prisoner was a friend 
both of the investigating magistrate and of the superintendent 
of police, that no legal assistance was afforded by the public pro- 
secutor to the accuser, and that eight witnesses for the prosecution 
were not called or bound over to appear at the trial ; the prisoner 
was discharged after this sham preliminary investigation, as the 
articles described it. For these articles, naturally enough, Mr. 
ARNULD was prosecuted on a charge of criminal defamation under 
section 499 of the Indian penal code. By the ninth exception 
in that section it is provided that “It is not defamation to make 
an imputation on the character of another provided that the 
imputation be made in good faith for the protection of the 
interests of the person making it, or of any other person, or for the 
public good.” Mr. ARNOLD’s defence was that he had commented 
on the facts in good faith and in the public interest ; he was con- 
victed and sentenced to twelve months’ imprisonment—a sentence 
recently reduced to four months by the exercise of the Royal 
prerogative. The trial judge refused to let in evidence on behalf 
of Mr. ARNOLD as to the materials on which he had acted in 
making his comment, and he stated to the jury the English 
law on “justification” and “fair comment” as contained 
in English text-books, not that contained in the penal code. 

uch were the facts alleged in the petition of Mr. 
ARNOLD praying for special leave. In addition the 
petition had to allege another special ground, namely, that 
the petitioners had taken all necessary steps to obtain local leave 
to appeal “by right of grant,” and had taken them unsuccessfully. 
For by an Indian Order in Council (Article 5 of 1908), it is 
enacted that the local courts may grant leave to appeal to the 
Privy Council in criminal cases, and by Order XIV. of the Privy 
Council Rules the appellant to the latter court must first apply 
by petition to the court whose decree is complained of for a 
ceitificate that his case is a proper one for appeal. If such 


Certificate is granted, he can ‘appeal “by right of grant”; if 
tefused, he must petition for “special leave.” Mr. ARNOLD had 





been refused the necessary certificates both by the Crown 
Advocate in Burmah and by the High Court of that province ; 
consequently he had to obtain “special leave.” Upon the allegations 
stated, assuming them to be borne out by the records in the case— 
a matter tc be argued at the hearing of the appeal—the Judicial 
Committee held that they established a primd facie case of “ dis- 
regard of the form of legal process ” or “ violation of the principles 
of natural justice,” such as entitled it to grant the necessary 
leave and to entertain the appeal. 


The Rule Against Perpetuities. 

It 1s a well-settled principle with regard to the operation of 
the rule against perpetuities that, in order not to offend against 
the rule, the limitation not only may, but also must, take effect 
within the prescribed time. ‘“ There are,” it was said by 
TINDAL, C.J., in Lord Dungannon v. Smith (12 Cl. & F., p. 612), 
“two well-known rules of law applicable to the vesting of all 
executory trusts and limitations, which are so thoroughly 
established as to admit of no exception or contradiction to 
their authority. The one is that the executory trust or limita- 
tion not only may, but necessarily musi, take effect (if it takes 
effect at all) within a period of a life or lives in being and 
twenty-one years after, with a sufficient allowance in addition for 
the birth of a posthumous child.” The other rule mentioned by 
TINDAL, C.J., is that a limitation, bad in its inception, does not 
become valid by the happening of subsequent events which 
may bring the actual vesting within the prescribed period. The 
former rule, however, does not necessarily apply where the 
actual framing of the limitation is not effected by the instrument 
under which it is to arise, but is left to some future hand. 
This is the case where, under a will, a life estate is given, and 
the tenant for life has power to appoint after his death 
among his issue. The appointment, when made, may be such 
as to make the limitations invalid for remoteness. These 
must be read into the will, and if they would have been 
invalid in the will, they are invalid as an exercise of 
the power. On the other hand, the limitations may be so framed 
by the donee of the power as to satisfy the rule. But the cir- 
cumstance that the limitations will be good or bad according to 
the way in which the power is exercised does not make the power 
invalid. Nor is this an exception from the rule in Lord 
Dungannon v. Smith (supra). Until the power has been exercised, 
the limitations are not known, and it cannot be said whether 
they are good or bad. When the power has been exercised, 
the limitations are read into the will, and it can, for the first 
time, be ascertained whether they are valid or not. In the case 
of Ite Fane (reported elsewhere) the Court of Appeal, reversing 
Eve, J., have applied the same principle to limitations inserted 
in awill by reference to other documents. A testator directed 
that, on the death of bis wife, his D. estates should go in 
accordance with the limitations then subsisting under certain 
settlements of his W. estates. Just as in the case of a special 
power, the ascertainment of the actual limitations was post- 
poned ; in the case of a power till the power is exercised ; in the 
present case till the death of the widow. On the latter event the 
limitations were known and could be read into the will. Thus such 
a direction in the will is not per se void because the limitations, 
when ascertained, may infringe the rule. They have to be ascer- 
tained at the proper time, and if, as so ascertained, they would 
have been valid limitations in the will, they are valid notwith- 
standing that their ascertainment has been postponed, 


Duration of Workmen’s Compensation. 

In Harwood v. Wyken Colliery Co, (Limited) (ante p. 300), 
the Court of Appeal delivered ita reserved decision on a 
point which goes to the very root of the statute, but which, 
as the Master of the Rolls pointed out, had, strangely 
enough, never been so much as suggested by anyone, either 
under the Act of 1897 or under that of 1906. A 
workman met with two accidents to his knee, which 
sdmittedly “ arose out of and in the course of his employment.” 
They produced “partial incapacity,” and from October, 1911, to 
May, 191%, he received payments amounting to one-half his 
earings. Meanwhile, beart disease supervened, and this, it was 
admitted, was in no way caused by the accident ; it was inde 
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pendent in origin, and would equally have caused incapacity. 
After that date, accordingly, he became totally and permanently 
incapacitated, Upon an application to review payments, the 
county court judge took the point that his incapacity 
was now due to two causes, each of which was independently 
sufficient to cause it, namely, the heart disease and the accident. 
Therefore, he held, it was not due solely to the accident, and 
the workman was not incapacitated by the accident in 
such a way as to entitle him to any compensation 
at all. But, however plausible this contention may be it 
leads logically to this, that in old age a workman’s pay- 
ments under a compensation order should be reviewed and 
terminated, since there comes, in the natural course of 
events, an age when ho can no longer work. This, however, 
was clearly not intended by the Legislature, for it expressly pro- 
vides that the weekly payments may be redeemed by the employer 
by payment of a lump sum calculated on the basis of a Govern- 
ment annuity to the workman less a certain discount (Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, Schedule I., Rule 17). Obviously 
the permanence of the payment during the lifetime of the work- 
man was the only case contemplated by the Legislature, and this 
consideration led the Court of Appeal to reverse the decision of 
the county court judge in favour of the workman’s claim. ‘Ihe 
correct legal view, we think, is that compensation under the statute 
is neither in the nature of damages for a statutory tort, nor 
in the nature of an implied contract of indemnity against the 
actual loss occasioned by a statutory accident, which is to be 
real into every contract of service. It is really a statutory 
insurance of workmen against the danger of poverty following 
on the event of incapacitation by an accident relevant to their 
employment. When that event happens the right to compen. 
sation matures, and consequently it is not affected by the arrival 
of a second event, which would likewise render such protection 
against poverty necessary. 


Election by Legatees and Abatement. 


IN Le Whitehead, Whitehead vy. Street (reported elsewhere), the 
question whether a legatee or annuitant, who has been put to his 
election by the will, ought to receive preferential treatment for 
his legacy where the fund to meet the legacies is insufficient, 
recently came before FARWELL, L.J., sitting as a judge of first 
instance. The learned Lord Justice, finding no satisfactory grounds 
for the existence of the rule—eatablished by a series of cases in 
the eighteenth century—-that a widow is entitled to preference 
in abatement for a legacy or annuity given to her in satisfaction 
of her dower rights, refused to apply it by analogy to the case 
before him. It is proposed in this article to examine briefly the 
authorities bearing on the point, and to find, if possible, the 
reason for the rule. If the rule is based on principle, can that prin- 
ciple be extended so as to apply to the case of a creditor legatee ? 

The origin of the rule appears to have lain in the decision of 
Lord Cowrenr, delivered more than two hundred years ago, in the 
case of Burridge v. Bradyl (1710, 1 P. Wms. 127). A man lefta 
widow and two daughters, and gave by will a specific sum to his 
executors to be laid out in purchasing “ annuities in the exchequer 
for ninety-nine years’ term and to be enjoyed for her life, she 
releasing her dower, and after her decease to go equally to his 
two daughters.” He also bequeathed £1,000 to each daughter. 
The assets were only sufficient to provide for the purchase of the 
annuities. Lord Cowper held that the specific sum had prefer- 
ence to the other legacies on the ground “especially,” that the 
widow was a purchaser of the annuities for her life by her 
releasing her dower, and that money directed to be laid out in 
an annuity, or in land, is in equity looked upon as an annuity, or 
land, and consequently to be treated as a specific devise and not 
as a pecuniary legacy. 

Burridge v. Bradyl was often afterwards cited as the authority 
for giving an electing doweress preference in abatement. But it 
is not a satisfactory case. It is really Lord HARDWICKE’s 
decision in Blower v. Morret (1752, 2 Ves. Senr. 422) forty years 
later, that is the leading case on the subject. Lord HARDWICKE 
—as it were—polished up Burridge v. Bradyl and set it on its 





feet. In the interval between the two decisions, PARKER, L.C, 
(afterwards Lord MACCLEgFIELD) had said in Hinton v. Pink 
(1719, 1 P. Wms. 539, at p. 541) “that he could not come into 
the resolution of Lord Cowper” in Burridge v. Bradyl, and 
expressed a desire to see the decretal order in that case, if the 
case were insisted on ; but for some obscure reason the point was 
dropped. Lord HArRpWICKE himself was certainly not fully 
satisfied with the reasons given by Lord Cowper in deciding 
Burridge v. Bradyl. Before, however, dealing with Lord Harp- 
WICKE’S judgment it will be convenient to notice the then 
state of the law of dower. 

By section 4 of the Dower Act, the mere fact of a disposition 
of lands by the husband’s will extinguishes all claims of his 
widow against thcse lands in respect of dower. Even a general 
devise of all his real estate will have that effect (Lacey v. J/ill, 
1875, 19 Eq. 346). But before the Act, the law was very different. 
Although there were numerous methods of extinguishing dower 
(as, ¢.g., by uses to bar dower, or by the wife accepting on her 
marriage a jointure rent-charge in lieu of dower), if the lands hal 
not been freed from dower rights, the widow could claim her 
dower against the devisee taking under her husband’s will. 
A testator, therefore, intending to dispose of lands by will, had 
to rely on the equitable doctrine of election, and give the wife a 
benefit by will, which she was only to take if she released her 
dower after his death. 'The widow was put to her election either 
(a) to take ber dower against the will, in which case she did 
not receive the benefit, or (b) to releese her rights in respect of 
the land so as to take under the will. The testator, in other 
words, in order to give his testamentary dispositions free play, 
had to redeem his widow’s claim. Such being the law as it stood 
before the Dower Act, let us return to the examination of the 
authorities. 

Lord Harpwicke, in Blower v. Morrit (supra) undoubtedly 
treated Burridge v. Bradyl (supra) as an authority for the rule 
that a widow, put to her election to take a legacy instead of her 
dower rights, and so electing, must bave priority over other 
legatees. He disposed of Lord MACCLESFIELD’S objections, 
which he said were due to a wrong statement in the report of 
Burridge v. Bradyl (supra). He also disposed of some reasons 
which Lord CowPEr appeared to have thrown in as a make- 
weight to justify the decision. ‘The strong ground was,” said 
Lord HARDWICKE, “that it was a purchase of the wife's dower 
by giving her a sum of money in lieu and satisfaction of her 
releasing it.” It is the same thing, he said, as if the testator 
says, “I give A £500 in consideration that he conveys such and 
such an estate to my devisee, or trustee.” A can close with the 
contract at the price thus put upon the estate, and, if he does, 
there wil} be no abatement on that price. His Lordship then 
made it clear that, bad the widow been entitled to a jointure in 
bar of dower, the case would have been different. He held that 
the widow was entitled to priority for her legacy. 

What, then, is the real principle thus expounded ? In Blower v. 
Morret the lands were devised to trustees on trust for sale and for 
payment of debts and legacies out of the proceeds of sale. The 
widow was to receive one of these legacies in satisfaction of her 
dower rights against the lands. It is obvious, therefore, that in 
relinquishing her rights she was adding to the fund available for 
payment of the legacies including her own. But the other 
legatees were not contributing a penny to that end. How could 
it possibly be that, under the circumstances, her legacy was to 
stand on the same footing as those of the other legatees, since in 
fact she, on the one hand, and the other legatees on the otber, 
were standing on absolutely different footings as regards the 
fund. This clearly is the root principle which was present to 
Lord HARDWICKE’s mind. 

Lord HARDWICKE’s decision was followed in several cases ; 
although, whether the underlying principle was quite appreciated 
in some of the subsequent cases, may be open to doubt. Thus in 
Davenhill y. Fletcher (1754, Amb. 244) a widow was held entitled 
in priority to other legatees, in respect of an annuity and legacy 
which the testator directed should be taken together “in full” 
fur,what she might claim for dower ; although it would appear 
that the effect of her election could not have been to increase the 
fund out of which the annuity and legacy were payable, And 
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the same observations apply to the cases of Heath v. Den“y (1826 
1 Rus. 543), and Norcott v. Gordon (1844, 14 Sim. 258). The 
last-mentioned case was decided after the passing of the Dower 
Act, but the cogency of Lord Harpwicke’s reasoning would 
not have been altogether displaced by that fact, for the 
testator, who gave his widow an annuity in lieu of dower, 
died intestate as to his realty, so that the widow had dower 
rights. But her election would not have resulted in increasing 
the legacy fund. The effect of the Dower Act was to prevent 
the principle of Lord HAkDWICKE’s decision in Blower v. Morret 
(supra) applying in the generality of cases as regards widows ; for 
the bringing of proceeds of realty into the legacy fund on the 
widow's election, necessarily involves a disposition of the realty 
by the testator’s will, which of itself, as we have seen, precludes 
all question of dower. This point was fully appreciated by 
Cutty, J., in Le Greenwood, Greenwood v. Greenwood (1892, 2 Ch. 
295). 

But the effect of the Dower Act was not to destroy the co- 
gency of Lord HARDWICKE’S reasoning where a creditor is put to 
his election by the testator to come in and swell the legacy fund. 
Yet, Kekewicu, J., in Re Wedmore, Wedmore v. Wedmore (1907, 
2Ch. 277) refused to give priority in abatement to the trustees 
of a daughter's marriage settlement, to whom the testator had 
covenanted to pay £1,000, and to whom he had bequeathed 
a legacy of £3,000 in satisfaction of that covenant. It is 
to be observed, however, that FARWELL, L.J., in the recent case 
deliberately refrained from expressing a view whether Je 
Wedmore was right or wrong. In Jie Whitehead (supra), the 
testator had in his lifetime paid a capital sum to trustees, on 
trust to pay the interest thereon to himself for life, then to A 
during her life, and subject thereto upon trust for an orphanage. 
By his will he bequeathed to A a legacy of £1,000 on condition 
that she released the trustees from all claims te the income of 
the invested fund. FARWELL, L.J., held that, in the event of 
A electing to take the legacy, her legacy would be liable to 
abate with the others given by the will, the estate being 
insufficient to mect the legacies in full. It will be observed 
that the effect of A’s election would not have been to increase 
the fund out of which the legacies were payable, as the result 
of the release of the trustees of the settlement would not be 
to bring anything back to the estate of the testator. 
Re Wedmore (supra) still, therefore, stands as a solitary authority 
for the proposition that a creditor, who is put to his election by 
his debtor’s will, either to come in and take a legacy in satis- 
faction of the debt, or to claim his debt instead of the legacy, is 
not, in the event of election, to be given priority for his legacy 
over the other legatees. But the decision is hardly consistent with 
Lord HARDWICKE’s reasoning. Perhaps it may be suggested 
that a half-way course might be adopted in cases of creditor 
legatees—half-way between the old dower cases and the decision 
in Re Wedmore (supra). The creditor might receive in full the 
az:ount of his debt out of the legacy fund, and the balance—the 
difference between his debt and the legacy——might be left to 
abate with the other legacies. A decision of this kind would be 
essentially just, and would, moreover, have the merit of being 
more consonant with Lord HARDWICKE's views than was the 
decision in Re Wedmore. 








Reviews. 
The Conveyancing and Settled Land Acts. 


WoLSTENHOLME’s CONVEYANCING AND SetrLtep Lanp Acts, AND 
OTHER CONVEYANCING STATUES. WitH Notres AND RULES oF 
Court. Tentu Epition. By Bensamin LENNARD CHERRY, 
1.L.B., ArtHur Eustace Russett, M.A., anpD CLaup VIVIAN 
RAWLencé, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 


The statutes for the drafting of which Mr. Wolstenholme was 
responsible—the Conveyancing Act, 1881,and the Settled Land Act, 
1882—still represent the latest effective attempt at conveyancing 
reform, and a new edition of the work in which he expounded them has 
long been overdue. We are glad, therefore, to welcome this, the 
tenth edition. “I cannot,” wrote Lord Cairns to Mr. Wolstenholme 


look upon them as the most remarkable efforts in legislation since 


the Fines and Recoveries Act.” Whether as permanent work they 

are ona level with that statute, we are not sure. The Fines and 

Recoveries Act had a definite and simple object—to get rid of an 

absurd and complicated method of conveyancing in regard to parti- 

cular estates, and in regard to married women. The Conveyancing 
Act of 1881 had a wider scope; it dealt with the whole subject 
of conveyancing, but in a piece-meal way. Like the subse- 
quent-Conveyancing Acts it took up particular inconveniences 
and applied a remedy to each; but it attempted no amend- 
ment of conveyancing as a whole, and it omitted even so 
obvious a change as the abolition of words of limitation for an 
absolute estate in land. Instead, it made the quite trivial change of 
“in fee simple” for “ heirs and assigns.” Perhaps Mr. Wolstenholme 
did all that he was allowed to do, and when, in 1897, he made the 
more noteworthy attempt to assimilate the title of land to that of 
stock, the Bill which he prepared for this purpose was shelved. 
The authorities were more interested in registration of title than in 
conveyancing reform. Hence it comes that we still have to rely 
on the series of Conveyancing Acts, each with its separate amend- 
ments of the law, and this being so, the practitioner will appreciate 
the help rendered by this edition of Mr. Wolstenholme’s book in 
understanding and applying these and the cognate statutes. The 
form of the book has not been altered, and it gives the text of the 
statutes accompanied by notes, revised and brought up to date. The 
statutes thus treated include the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881 to 1911, part of the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, the Land Charges Acts, the Trustee Acts, the Married Women’s 
Property Acts and the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890. The 
section containing the Land Charges Acts includes a useful state- 
ment of the present requirement as to searches. The book, we need 
hardly add, has been very carefully edited. 


Money-lending. 


Grimstone’s Directory oF Persons REGISTERED TO LEND MONEY 
UNDER THE MONEY-LENDERS AcT, 1900, DURING THE THREE AND A 
HALF YEARS ENDING DeEcEMBER, 1912. CAREFULLY COMPILED 
FROM OrFictaL Sources. Usrerut TABLES AND INFURMATION 
FOR Borrowers, SURETIES, LENDERS, Soticrrors, ACCOUNTANTS 
AND OrueErs. Alfred Grimstone, 157, Strand, W.C. 5s. net. 

It appears, from the general list given in this directory, that there 
are some 6,500 registered money-lenders in the country. This general 
list, which is alphabetical and gives the dates of registration and all 
the trading addresses, is followed by a London list, and then there 
are separate lists for the various counties. The utility of the county 
lists would be increased if the name of the county was printed at the 
top of the page. Prefixed to the lists are some tables for reckoning, 
and some “ Useful Reminders to Borrowers and Lenders.” The pre- 
face states that it is intended to publish the directory annually. 





Books of the Week. 


Summary Jurisdiction.—The Magistrates’ 
1913, with an Appendix of Statutes, Rules, and Forms, 
Edition. By Cuartes Miitner Arkinson, M.A. and 
(Cantab.), Stipendiary Magistrate for the City of Leeds. 
& Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 20s. 


Practice for 
Tenth 
LL.D. 


Stevens 


Local Government.—Local Government Law and Legisla- 
tion for 1912. Arranged and Edited by W. H. Dumspay, Barrister- 
at-Law. Hadden, Best & Co., Local Government Publishers. 
10s. net. 

Elections.—The Statutes and Local Government Board Orders 
relating to Elections of District Councillors and Guardians, &e. By 
H. Bartow, Barrister-at-Law. Hadden, Best & Co. 10s. net. 


Equity.—A Manual of the Principle of Equity. By Joun 


InpERMAUR and CwHartes Tawarres. Seventh Edition, by 
CHARLES THWAITE, Solicitor. Furnival Press ; George Barber. 20s. 
Criminal Law.—The Rationale of Punishment. By 
Herericnh Oppennemer, D.Lit., LL.D. M.D. University of 

London Press ; Hodder & Stoughton. 10s. 6d. net. 
of Title.—The Canadian Torrens Syste, 


Registration 
With Special References to the Statutes of Ma 
and Alberta, and of the Dominion of Canada. 
B.A.. Barrister at-Law. Burroughs & Co. 
$1500. 


nitoba, Saskatchewan, 
By Douctas J THom, 
(Limited). Calgary. 


How to read the Balance Sheet of a Commercial 
Third 


Accounts. ) ; : 
Concern. By Francis W. Prxey, F.C.A., Barrister-at-Law. 





in 1880, with reference to the Bills then before Parliament, “but 





Edition. Gee & Co. (Limited). 1s. 6d. net. 
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Correspondence. 


Honours Examination, Hilary, 1913 
[Vo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—The fact that sixty-two candidates presented themselves for 
Honours and only five were successful points to the candidates being 
a singularly omg lot, or more probably to the fact that the questions 


were unsuitable. 


I have little doubt that it would be comparatively easy to set a 
paper which would plough the Examiners or the Court of Appeal, for 
that matter ; but that is not the true and proper method of examin- | 
ing for Honours, and I hope that we shall not see another class list 
where the percentage of placed men is so small as that in the list 
just issued, I don’t know how many of the men were crammed or 
tutored, but I cannot believe that the work they put in is adequately 
rewarded ; the ploughed are, I am sure, entitled to considerable 


sympathy. EK. T. HARGRAVEs. 


52, Coleman-street, E.C., Feb. 25. 








An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 


the Workmen's Compensation Act. 


Before the House of Lords and the Court of Appeal (CozEns- 


Harpy, M.R., Buckiey and Hamitton, L.JJ.) 


By Arrtuur L. B. Tuesitcer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Ve 


(Cases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. LVI., p. 749.) | 


(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS * ACCIDENTS ARISING | 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF, THE EMPLOY- 


MENT.” 


Gallant v. Owners of Ship 
January, 1913). 


Facts.—A trimmer was engaged in discharging fish from a trawler 
on to a pontoon by means of sliding boxes down a plank, on behalf 
of his employer. The pontoon rose and fell with the tide, and in order 
to get a proper incline it was necessary to add, or remove, boxes | 
beneath the end of the plank on the pontoon. While the trimmer was 


in the middle of the plank it became necessary to remove a box, and 


the men working on the pontoon told him to get on the pontoon, or 


back into the ship, to enable them to raise the foot of the plank. 


Instead of doing so, he reached out to the stern of another trawler 


which was lying alongside 3 or 4 feet away, and fell into the water, 
sustaining injuries from which he died the following day. The county 
court judge held that the accident did not arise out of the employment. 

Deciston.—Appeal allowed. At the utmost the trimmer did reck- 
lessly that which he was employed to do. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported Soricrrors’ Journat, 25th January, 1913, p. 225; T'imes, 
15th January, 1913; ZL. 7. newepaper, 25th January, 1913, p. 300; 
L. J. newspaper, 18th January, 1913, p. 26.) 


Fleet and another v. Johnson d: Sons (C.A.: 16th and 17th 
January, 1913). 

Facts.--On the 27th of December, 1911, a bricklayer, who had been 
cutting a chase in a wall, was found by his daughter in the evening 
to have a wound on his left thumb at the point where he would 
hit himself if the hammer missed the chisel, a not unusual occu 
rence among bricklayere. On the 16th of January the wound was 
healed, but on the 25th he complained of pain, and died in hospital of 
blood-poisoning on the 30th. The doctor said the infection could only 
enter the system through an opening of the ekin, and that there was 
a scratch on the thumb; there was no evidence of any other scratch. 
County court judge made an award in favour of the widow. 

Dectston.—The judge was juetified in drawing the inference that 
the bricklayer met with an accident arising out of and in the course 
of his occupation on the 27th of December, and that death resulted 
from it. (From note taken in court, Case reported Soricrrors’ 
JounNAL, 25th January, 1913, p. 226; Times, 18th January, 1913; Z. J. 
newspaper, 25th January, 1913, p. 47.) 


Geary v. F. Ginale y & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: 20th January, 
1913). 


Facts.—A girl was employed at a plough press cutting tin, and, 
owing to careless manipulation, a piece of tin was not released by the 
cutter. It was her duty in euch an event to report the matter at 
once to one of the engineers who were engaged in the works for 
attending to the machines. Notices were posted up to the effect that 
no girl was on any account to interfere with the machines, and that 
any defect, however small, was to be reported at once. The girl 
reported this defect to an engineer, who said he was too busy, and 


‘Gabir’’ (C.A.: 13th and 14th 





told her to do it herself. She did so, and as she was removing the 
piece of tin a fellow workgirl put her foot on the treadle, with the 
result that the press descended and cut off the thumb and two fingers 
| of the applicant’s right hand. County court judge made an award 
| in ner favour. 
| Dectston.—The judge was right. The scope of the girl’s employ- 
ment had been enlarged by the directions received from the engineer ; 
it was impossible for a workman to ascertain in such cases the authority 
of a superior workman. (From note taken in court. Case reported 
L. T. newspaper, lst February, 1913, p. 327.) 


Wrigley v. Nasmyth, Wilson & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: 21st 
January, 1913). 


Facts.—A youth employed in the fitting shop of a firm of engineers 
stated that he went to another youth in the shop to ask for a tool, but 
that this youth, instead of answering, thrust out his rear, causing the 
applicant to slip on the greasy boards, and to injure his hand in a 
machine in an endeavour to save himself. A third workman gave 
evidence that the applicant had first tapped the other youth lightly on 


the back with a rule. County court judge made an award in favour of 
| the respondents without giving any reasons. 


Dectston.—The judge was justified on the evidence in holding that 
the accident was the result of ‘‘larking.”” (From note taken in court. 


Case reported Z. 7’. newspaper, 25th January, 1913, p. 300.) 


Mitchinson v. Day Bros. (C.A.: 25th and 27th January, and 
6th February, 1913). 

Factrs.—A carter was standing by his employers’ horse and cart when 
a drunken man approached the horse. The carter warned him not to 
touch the horse,whereupon the man assaulted him with such violence 
as to cause his death. The man was subsequently convicted of man- 
slaughter. The county court judge found that the carter was acting 
in his master’s interest in endeavouring to protect his master’s property, 
and held that his death was caused by an accident arising out of and 
in the course of his occupation. 

Dectston.—The accident did not arise out of the employment, but 
from the brutality of a drunken man. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported Soricitors’ Journat, 22nd February, 1913, p. 300; Times, 
7th February, 1913: Z. 7’. newspaper, 15th February, 1913, p. 382; 
W. N., 15th February, 1913, p. 36; Z. J. newspaper, 22nd February, 
1913, p. 107.) 


Cook v. Owners of S.S. Montreal (C.A.: 29th January, 1913). 


Facts.—The Montreal came to Millwall Dock, where she was moored 
against a dolphin in the river by-order of the Port of London Authority. 
The dolphin was connected with the ship by a ladder, and with the 
quay by means of fixed steps leading up to a bridge. The ship's 
voyage was completed, the men had received their pay-sheets, and were 
told to leave the ship. Cook was one of the last to leave; he reached 
the dolphin safely, but almost immediately afterwards fell inte the 
water and was drowned. The county court judge found that the condi- 
tion of the dolphin was negligent, and that crossing it was dangerous, 
but that the deceased’s employment ended when he reached the dolphin, 
and that therefore the accident did not arise out of, and in the course 
of, the employment. 

Dectston.—The judge was right; the dolphin was part of the dock 
premises and no distinction could be drawn between an accident on it 
and one on the quay. (From note taken in court. Case reported 
Souicrrors’ Jovrnat, 15th February, 1913, p. 282; ZL. 7. newspaper, 
8th February, 1913, p. 358.) 


Plumh v. Cobden Flour Mills Co. (C.A.: 
1913). 

Factrs.--A foreman was employed to stack sacks in the respondents’ 
mill by hand, but he used the revolving shaft of some machinery which 
ran across the ceiling of the room to raise the sacks; the shaft was not 
intended to be used for any such purpose. He was caught in the 
shaft and severely injured. The county court judge found that what ne 
did was unwise, dangerous and unknown to the respondents, but that 
the foreman did it in his employers’ interests, as the sacks were thus 
raised more rapidly ; he held that the accident arose out of the employ- 
ment. 

Dects1on.—The foreman was employed to heap up sacks in a particu- 
lar way, and what he did was altogether outside the scope of his 
employment. (From note taken in court. Case reported Soricrrors’ 
JournaL, 8th February, 1913, p. 264; ZL. J. newspaper, 8th February, 
1913, p. 74: Times, Wth January, 1913; Z 7. newspaper, 8th February, 
1913, p. 359.) 


29th January, 


‘(To be continued.) 





The question whether Sir Stuart Samuel's seat in the House of Com- 
mons is vacated by reason of the transactions between his firm and he 
India Office, which was referred to the Council by the King at the 
last meeting of the Privy Council, will, says The Times, be considered 
by the Judicial Committee on 13th and 14th of March. These two 
days have been provisionally set aside for the hearing of arguments, 
but it is considered quite possible that they will not suffice to complete 


the hearing, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK 
House of Lords. 


AMERICAN THREAD CO. v. JOYCE (SURVEYOR OF TAXES). 
3rd and 6th Feb, 


Revenve—Income Tax—Person Resipine 1x THE Unirep Kincpom— 
Company INcorPoRATED AND REGISTERED ABROAD—EXTRAORDINARY 
‘Meetincs or Boarp or Drrecrors Hretp in ENGLAND—CONTROL 
SpeciricaLLy GIvEN OVER CERTAIN MartTers BY THE By-Laws. 

A finding of the Commissioners of Income Tax that the control of a 
company registered abroad is in England, is a finding of fact which 
can only be impugned if there is no evidence at all on which such 
finding can be supported. 
law, and a foreign company is @ person res my in the United King- 
dom within the meaning of section 2, Schedule D, of the Income Tax 
Act, 1853, if the place where its real business is carried on, in the 
sense that it is from there that the management and control is exer- 
cised, is within the United Kingdom, although that place is a branch 
office. 

Principle laid down in De Beers Consolidated Mines v. Howe (1906, 
A. C. 455) followed. 


Appeal by the American Thread Co. from an order of the Court 
of Appeal (reported 56 Soricrrors’ JournaL, 508; 6 Tax. Cas. 1). The 
appellants had unsuccessfully appealed to the Court of Appeal against 
an order of Hamilton, J., upon a case stated, affirming an assessment 
made upon them by the Commissioners for the general purposes of the 
Income Tax Act for the Division of Manchester, in respect of the 
profits and gains from their business carried on in the United King- 
dom and elsewhere. The facts as stated in the case were that the 
company was incorporated and registered in the city of New Jersey, 
U.S.A., on the 9th of March, 1898, its business consisting in spinning 
cotton thread and selling it mainly in U.S.A., to a small extent in 
Australia and Canada, but not in the United ’ Kingdom. It owned 
mills and real estates in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhodes 
Island. The whole of the common stock of the company was held by, 
or by trustees for, an English company, the English Sewing Cotton Co. 
(Limited). The management of the appellant company was provided 
for by by-laws, which were equivalent in their operation to the articles 
of association of an English company. The by-laws of the company 
had more than once been altered. Those which were in force during 
the year of assessment were dated the 13th of March, 1903. By those 
by-laws it was provided that the business was to be controlled by a 
board of directors, that the number of directors was to be seven, of 
whom three were to reside in the United States. The board was to 
meet at least once a week at the company’s office in New York, and 
special meetings of the board might be held at a place named in the 
call for the meeting. An executive committee consisting of three 
members was to be created, for the purpose of directing the current 
business of the company between the meetings of directors. 

Lord Hatpang, C., said if he had had any doubt about the decision 
of the case, either upon the law or the facts as found, he should have 
suggested that the House should have taken time to consider their 
judgment. On the facts, the Commissioners had found that the con- 
trol of the management of the affairs of the company was intended to 
rest, and did rest, with the directors of the company resident in 
England, in extraordinary session, who constituted the majority of the 
board, and who were also directors of the English Sewing Cotton Co. 
(Limited), 
appellant company; and further, that such control was constantly 
exercised at meetings of the board in extraordinary session held in 
England. That finding was not ambiguous, and it was unchallengeable 
if there was any evidence to support it. That disposed of the question 
of the finding as a question of fact. The only other question—the ques- 
tion of law—was that of residence. That question was before this 
House in the De Beers case: De Beers Consolidated Mines v. Howe 
(1906, A. C. 455). It decided that a person resided for the purposes of 
the income tax assessment at the place where his real business was 
carried on; that is, where the control and management of the com- 
pany abides. He had no doubt that in this case it was here with 
the directors at Manchester. No doubt it was true in a sense that the 
details of the trade these directors did not ordinarily interfere with. 
There was an executive committee here, the agent of the directors, and 
there was also a directory which took an active part in the weekly 
meetings. It was clear that the directory in Manchester was the 
directory with paramount authority to deal with referred subjects 
which came before them in extraordinary session. On these facts the 
Commissioners found that the directors at Manchester were constantly 
supervising and guiding the policy of the company, even as regarded 
manufacture and trade. For these reasons he came to the conclusion 
that the appeal failed. 

Lord Hatssury said he was entirely of the same opinion. He 
thought it was impoksible to take any other view than that taken by 
the Commissioners. 

Lord Atkrxson said he was absolutely convinced that the Commis- 
sioners were right, for the reasons given by Hamilton, J. 

Lord Kiynzar intimated that he was entirely of the same opinion. 

Lord Mersey also agreed. The appeal was accordingly dismissed 
with costs.—CounseL, for the appellants, Danckwerts, Kc -» and BZ. 





| not authorize the execution of such a deed, 
The question of residence is a question of | 


which owned the entire stock or ordinary shares of the | 





Sutton; Sir Rufus Isaacs, A.G., Sir John Simon, 8.G., and W. Finlay, 
for the Crown. SoLicrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for Addleshaw, 
Sons, & Co., Manchester; the Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 

(Reported by Exsxrns Rerp, Bartister-at-Law.) 
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fe SEYMOUR. FIELDING v. SEYMOUR. No. |. 
5th, 7th, and 10th Feb. 
Deep — DeLivery—INvaLIp Deep — SuBsEQuENT 
—Evipence OF INTENTION. 

Where a deed of gift executed by attorney under a power which does 

is afterwards shewn to the 

grantor and acknowledged and treated as a valid deed, and the grantor 

acts as if the property comprised therein had duly passed to the grantee, 

the court may infer that there has been a re-delivery as at the date of the 

acknowledgment, and that the grantor is bound thereby, and it is not 

necessary to shew that at the date of the acknowledgment the grantor 
knew that he was not already bound. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENT 


Appeal from the decision of Joyce, J., upon a question whether certain 
pictures had been validly transferred to the testatrix’s daughter o1 
formed part of her estate. In 1895 the testatrix executed a power of 
attorney in favour of one Lake, to enable him to manage her property. 
In 1896 she informed her solicitor that she wished to transfer the 
pictures to her daughter, Miss Seymour, and the solicitor prepared a 
deed of gift in favour of the daughter, which Lake executed by virtue 
of his power. The solicitor had not seen the power which it was now 
agreed did not authorize such a deed. In 1898 the testatrix asked the 
solicitor to call and bring the deed of gift. The latter was handed 
to her, read and handed back, with the request that the solicitor would 
take charge of it. At a later date she forwarded to him a catalogue of 
the pictures endorsed ‘‘ Pictures, etc., now the property of Miss Sey- 
mour.’’ The object of the proceedings was the avoidance of death 
duties. Joyce, J., held that the pictures had passed to Miss Seymour ; 
hence the present appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having observed that the execution of the deed 
was obviously not within the terms of the power, said :—The question 
is whether the transaction in 1898 was not a delivery, or rather re- 
delivery, of the deed. In my opinion, on the authorities we ought to 
hold that to be the result. The evidence is that the lady’s original 
wish was for her daughter to have the property. Whether she was 
aware of the invalidity of the deed of 1896 does not appear, but it 
in order to 
Goodright v. Straphan (1 Cowp. 
201). Circumstances alone may amount to a redelivery : Hudson v. 
Revett (5 Bing. 368). Here we have a deed of gift handed by the 
solicitor to the lady, then handed back with the intimation that he was 
to hold the property for the daughter. T'upper v. Ffoulkes (9 C. B. 
N. S. 797) is another strong authority, where a man on saying that 
he adopted his son’s act was held to have redelivered a deed. I find 
in these cases no trace of the necessity to shew that the man making 
the acknowledgment that he was bound knew that in fact he was not 
already bound. Such an acknowledgment of the deed as took place in 
1898 was, in my opinion, an effectual redelivery. 

Bucktey and Hamiton, L.JJ., concurred, and the appeal was dis- 
missed.—CounsEL, Younger, K.C., and Pattisson; Hughes, K.C., and 
W. Walters. Soticrrors, Hores, Pattisson, & Bathurst ; Trower, Still, 
Parker, & Keeling. 

[Reported by F. Gurnee Surrn, Barrister-at-Law.] 


does not seem to.me to be necessary to hold that she was, 
say that the delivery was perfected : 


No. 1. 5th and 20th Feb. 


PERPETUITIES—LIMITATIONS BY 
Future Date—UNceEr- 


Re FANE. FANE v. FANE. 


Witt—Remoreness—Rvute AGAINST 
REFERENCE TO OTHERS ASCERTAINABLE AT A 
TAINTY AT TESTATOR’s DEATH. 

A testator devised his D. estates to trustees upon trust, ultimately, 
to assure them to such uses as should by virtue of two settlements, dated 
prior to the will, and all mesne assurances and operations of law be 
subsisting and capable of taking effect concerning his W. estates at the 
date of the death of his widow. 

Held (reversing Eve, J.), that the limitations, being unknown at the 
testator’s death, but ascertainable at a future date, were analogous to 
those which would arise by the exercise of a special power, and there 
fore did not transgress the rule against perpetuities. 

Lord Dungannon v. Smith (12 Cl. & Fin.) distinguished. 


Appeal from an order of Eve, J., made on an originating summons. 
The testator, Colonel J. W. Fane, made his will in 1868, and thereby 
devised his Dorset estates to trustees upon certain trusts, and subject 
thereto upon trust to limit or assure the same, or the unsold portion 
thereof, to such uses and for such estates, &c., as under and by virtue 
of a disentailing deed of 1854, a deed of resettlement of 1859, and all 
mesne assurances, acts and operations of law should, at the death of hie 
widow, be subsisting and capable of taking effect of and concerning his 
Wormsley estates. These latter had been settled in 1826 by a settle- 
ment under which the testator was tenant for life. In 1854 he and his 
eldest son, J. A. Fane, executed a disentailing deed, and in 1859 a re- 
settlement of the estates to such uses as J. A. Fane should appoint, 
subject thereto to trustees for a term upon trust to manage the property, 
with remainder to J. A. Fane in tail male. The testator died in 1875, 





322, ‘THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


March 1, 1913. 








and his will was proved in 1876. The trustees of the term and J. A. | had mace 


Fane joined in executing a resettlement in 1877, under which the 
children of J. A. Fane were entitled. He died in 1908, intestate as to 
realty. The testator’s widow died in 1912. The summons was then 
issued to determine as between the children of J. A. Fane and the 
executors of the latte residuary devisees under the testator’s will, 
whether the ultimate limitation of the Dorset estates in the will was 

ld a6 1 ying the ! against perpetuities. In the events which 
happened t estates woul vest, if the limitations were valid, .n 
ersons born within live 1 beu the date of the will. Eve, J., held, 
n the aut rity of Duna on % mith (12 Cl. & Fin. 546), that he 
limitation nfringed the rule. At the conclusion of the argument THE 
Court reserved judgment, 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after reading the material limitations and 
stating the lacts, pl eeded Now, it is important to observe that the 
date at which the trust is to ariee s the death of the widow, the 
tenant for life—a period t hich no possible objection can be taken 
und that the persons to take are to be ascertained at the same moment. 
On principle, it is easy to state the objection to this. The analogy 
of a special power appointment in favour of issue seems very close. 
Such a power may s to be free from the rule, or it 
may not. The fa it an appointment could be made which would 
be too remote i f no moment You muet wait and see how in fact 
the power has een executed, and in order to test the validity of the 
ippointment, you must treat it as if written in the instrument creating 
the powe During the argument I was under the impression that 
powers might be regarded as an isolated exception from the general 
rule; bat our attention was not called to any authority, nor have | 
since been able to find any authority, supporting this view. Eve, J., 
eeems to have considered himself bound by what was said by Tindal, 
L.C.J., in Lord Dungannon v. Smith (12 Cl. & Fin., at p. 612), but, 
with great respect, | think these observations were addressed to a 
different point. When you have an instrument containing a gift to a 
person or class of persons as to whom you cannot, at the date when 
the instrument becomes operative, settle whether the rule againet 
perpetuities will apply, it is not sufficient to say that in the event there 
is a person, or there are members of a class who might take notwith 
standing the rule. Here there is no question of construction under the 
will. There is merely a life estate to the widow, followed by a giit 
to persons to be ascertained at the moment of her death. At that 
moment, for the first time, you ascertain what words have to be 
written in the will, and if the words then written are free from objec 
tion on the ground of remoteness, I see no reason why the devise 
should fail. We are really asked to extend the doctrine of remoteness 
beyond precedent and principle, and in my opinion the order of Eve, J., 
must be discharged and the appeal allowed. 

Bucktey, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, observing that 
he could see no distinction between the present case and that of the 
exercise of a special power. Dungannon v. Smith (supra) was the 
ordinary case of known limitations and the possibility that in an event 
the person to take would be beyond the period allowed by the rule; it 
was no authority for the proposition that uncertainty at the testator’s 
death whether the limitations introduced by reference would exceed 
the rule or not, was a ground for saying that the rule against’ per- 
petuities had been infringed. 

Hamitton. L.J., concurred.—Counsex, 2. Clayton, K.C., and Edward 
Beaumont ; P. Ogden Lawrence, K.C., and J. FE. Harman. Sovicrrors, 
Ranken, Ford, Ford, & Co.; Lawrence, Graham, & Co.. 

[Reported by H. Laxcrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


JOHN BRINSMEAD & SO"S (LIM.) v. BRINSMEAD & WADDINGTON 
& SONS (LIM.). Warrington, J. 28th, 29th, and 30th Jan. 
Passinc-orr—Sruariry or Names—Ricur to Use Own Name 
ABSENCE OF FRAUD 


The manufacturer of an inferior class of pianos had the same surname 
as that of a famous firm of piano manufacturers. Both manufacturers 
inscribed on the fall of their pianos the surname and personal name of 
their respective firms, but beyond the identity of the surnames there 
waa no similarity in the inscriptions. 

Held that, in the absence of fraud or of anything beyond the mere 
use of the name calculated to mislead, the manufacturer of the inferior 
pianos was entitled to use his own name. 

The plaintiffs in this action sought an injunction restraining the 
defendants from passing off pianos manufactured by the defendant, 
Stanley Brinemead, as the goods of the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs were 
a well-known firm of piano manufacturers, who eold pianos of a high 
lass. They inscribed on the fall of their pianos the words ‘‘ John 
Brinsmead & Sone (Limited), London ’’ in Roman letters, surrounded by 
a line. The defendant, Stanley Brinsmead, was a manufacturer of a 
cheap claes of pianos, and inecribed on the fall of his pianos the words 

Stanley Brinsmead,’’ in letters imitating handwriting, with a line 
from the end of the ‘‘D’’ coming back under the whole name. The 
vord ‘“‘ London’’ was under the words ‘‘ Stanley Brinsmead ”’ in Roman 
letters. In the curls of the ‘‘S”’ there were the words “‘ Edward ”’ and 
‘George’’ in smaller type. The name Edward George Stanley Brins- 


uy representation as to the authorship of his pianos beyond 
that appearing from the placing of his name on the fall of the pianos. 
Warrincton, J., said that the form in which the defendant placed 
his name on the piano was different, and conspicuously different, from 
the manner in which the plaintifis put theirs, and anything like 
imitation except the name “ Brinsmead’’ was out of the question. He 
thought that the defendant was quite aware that by describing the 
piano as made by himself he thereby gained an advantage, and an 
advantage that was derived from the fact that his name was the same as 
the name of the well-known manufacturers. The question to be deter- 
mined was whether the defendant was to be restrained from placing on 
his own pianos, made by himself, his own name representing that they 
were made by himself. With regard to the cognate case of carrying 
on business in one’s own name, it was established in the Court of 
Appeal, in the case of J'urton v. Turton (42 Ch. D. 128), that, although 
there was a probability that the public might occasionally be misled by 
the similarity of names, the plaintifis there were not entitled to an 
injunction reetraining the defendant from using his own name. It was 
to be borne in mind that there was evidence in that case that there was 
a probability that the public would be misled; in other words, the 
public might deal with the new people thinking that they were dealing 
with the old firm; and inasmuch as a person must be taken to intend 
the natural and probable consequences of his own act, it must be taken 
that the defendant intended to get such advantage as might accrue to 
him from the public being occasionally misled. The plaintiffs in this case 
vere not seeking to restrain the defendant from carrying on business in 
his own name, but from representing that pianos made by him were 
pianos of the plaintiffs’ manufacture. The question arose in the famous 
ase of Burgess v. Burgess (6 De G. M & G. 896). That case applied 
to the present case. In his opinion, the defendant was not to be pre- 
vented, in the absence of fraud, from putting his own name upon his 
pianos. By ‘absence of fraud’ he meant absence of something which 
was evidence of dishonesty outeide the mere use of the name. It 
would be dishonest if the defendant so put his name on his pianos as 
to conceal from the superficial observer that it was his name. If 
srinsmead ’’ had been in large letters and E. G. S. in charactere which 
might be overlooked, that would have been a dishonest use of his own 
name. Another dishonest use would have been if he had so printed it 
1s to imitate the writing and manner in which the plaintiffs had put 
their name on their pianos. He did not think that when the court 
said that the name must be used honestly, it meant that it must be used 
without having any idea of gaining an advantage. The action against 
the defendant Brinsmead failed.—Counsen, Astbury, K.C., and Cop- 
ping ; Cave, K.C., and Cross ; Clauson, K.C., and Cartmell. Sotictrrors, 
Walter Maskell & Nishet; Lea & Lea; Patersons, Snow, & Co., for 
C. Waddington, Scarborough. 
[Reported by J. B. C. Trecartuex, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


SHAW v. TATI CONCESSIONS (LIM.). Swinfen Fady, J. 
30th Jan. 


ComPpany—MeEtT1Inc—Pott—PRroxtiss To BE Lopcrp Forty-Ercut Hours 
Berore MEETING “‘oR ADJOURNED MeETING’’—PoLtt FIxep FoR A 
Futvre Date—MereEtTInc not ApJovRNED—PrRoxirs LopGEp LATER 
Tuan Forty-e1GHt Hours Brerore THE ORIGINAL MEETING INVALID. 


The fixing of a subsequent date for a poll iz not “an adjourned 
meeting.”” The actual taking of the poll is not a meeting, but the 
original meeting continues for the purpose of taking a poll until the 
poll is closed. 


This was a motion by the plaintiff to restraip the defendant com- 
pany and five of its directors from using certain proxies, the question 
being’ whether the fixing of a subsequent date for the poll was an 
adjournment of the meeting so as to allow the lodging of fresh proxies. 
The company’s articles provided as follows : Article 74: ‘If a poll is 
demanded as aforesaid, it shall be taken in such manner and at such 
time and place as the chairman of the meeting directs, and either at 
once, or after an interval, or adjournment, or otherwise, and the result 
of the poll shall be deemed to be the resolution of the meeting at 
which the poll was demanded.’’ Article 75: ‘‘The chairman of a 
general meeting may, with the consent of the meeting, adjourn the 
same from time to time, and from place to place, but no business shall 
be transacted at any adjourned meeting other than the business left 
unfinished at the meeting from which the adjournment took place.” 
Article 76: ‘‘ The demand of a poll shall not prevent the continuance 
of a meeting for the transaction of any business other than the ques 
tion on which a poll has been demanded.” Article 77: ‘‘ Any poll 
duly demanded on the election of a chairman of a meeting, or on any 
question of adjournment, shall be taken at the meeting without adjourn 
ment.’’ Article 82: ‘‘ The instrument appointing a proxy, and the 
power oi attorney (if any) under which it is signed, shall be deposited 
at the registered office of the company not less than 48 hours before 
the time for holding the meeting or adjourned meeting (as the case 
may be) at which the person named in such instrument proposes to 
vote.”” On the 11th of December, 1912, the board gave notice that the 
eighteenth ordinary general meeting would be held on the 20th of 
December, at 11 a.m., to receive the accounts, elect directors in the 
place of those retiring by rotation, and to transact the other ordinary 
business. The annexed report stated that after this business the meeting 
would be adjourned to a date to be announced later for the purpose of 
hearing the views of Temby, the director in charge of the company’s pro- 


mead was the defendant’s own name. Stanley was the Christian name | perty, on hia return. The board, apprehending no opposition to the 


which he generally weed. There was no evidence that the defendant | proposed resolutions, had not cbtained or lodged any proxies, but 48} 
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hours before the meeting the plaintaff and Walker lodged proxies 
representing 58,000 shares, and when the resolution to adopt the 
accounts was moved, Walker moved an amendment that the accounts 
be received and not adopted. The amendment being thrown out by 
12 votes to 9, he demanded a poll, which the chairman fixed for the 
3lst of January, 1913. Polls were also demanded and fixed on other 
questions. Towards the end of the meeting the question of adjourn- 
ment came up for consideration, but, upon Walker’s saying he should 
oppose it, it was not put to the meeting, and the original idea 2f 
adjournment was abandoned. The plaintiff and Walker could, in fact, 
have prevented any adjournment, as a poll on that question must have 
been taken at once, under Article 77. Five out of the six directors, 
however, treated the fixing ef the poll for the 31st of January, 1913, as 
an adjournment ad hoc, and obtained and lodged proxies representing 
99.245 shares. Counsel for the plaintiff relied on the case of PR. v. 
Wimbledon Local Board (1882, 8 Q. B. D. 459) as showing that the 
meeting to take the poll was a mere enlargement of the origina! meet 
ing, and not an adjourned meeting at all. Counsel for the defendants 
relied on the case of Re Caratal (New) Mines (Limited) (1902, 2 Ch. 
498), and they referred to Falmer’s Company Precedents, 11th Edition, 
Vol. I., at p. 706, in support of their contention that the fixing of a 
subsequent. date for a poll was an adjournment ad hoc. 

Swinren Eapy, J., after stating the facts, said: I am of opinion 
that the fixing of a subsequent date for the poll is not an adjour2- 
ment of the meeting within the meaning of Article 82 of this company’s 
Articles of Association, and accordingly the only valid proxies were 
those lodged forty-eight hours before the original meeting. If the 
meeting had been adjourned, proxies might have been lodged forty- 


eight hours before that adjourned meeting, but here there was no ; 


adjournment, and the taking of the poll was not a meeting. The true 
legal position is that there was no adjournment, but the original meet 
ing continued for the purpose of taking the poll until that poll was 
closed, and accordingly the proxies lodged later than forty-eight hours 
before that original meeting are not available. The motion accordingly 
succeeds, and the costs will be the plaintiffs’ costs in the action.— 
CounseL, Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., and H. E. Wright; Gore-Browne, 
K.C., and W. R. Sheldon. Sotrcirors, Frederick Walker & Co.; Flux 
Leadbetter, d- Neighbour. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re THOMAS WHITEHEAD (Deceased). WHITEHEAD 
v. STREET AND ANOTHER. 
Judge of the Chancery Division). 9th Feb. 


Witt—ADMINISTRATION—LEGACIES—GENERAL AND  PARTICULAR—IN- 
SUFFICIENCY OF ASSETS—LEGACY ON RELEASE OF AN ANNUITY UNDER A 
SETTLEMENT—ABATEMENT—STRANGER ENTITLED TO ULTIMATE ReE- 
MAINDER UNDER THE SETTLEMENT. 

A testator during his life settled £1,000 upon the trustees of the 
Primitive Methodist Orphan Home to bé held by them on trust to pay 
5 per cent. thereon to himself for his life, and after his death to pay 
5 per cent., to his housekeeper, A., for her life, and after the death of 
A. the money was to be applied for the benefit of the said Orphan 
Home. By his will the testator bequeathed to A. the sum of £1,000, 
“on condition that she releases the trustees of the fund which I have 
invested for the ultimate benefit of the Primitive Methodist Homes 
from all claims by her to income from such fund, and accepts this 
legacy in place thereof.’’ The testator’s estate was insufficient to pay 
all his legacies in full. 

Held, that. A. would not be entitled to priority over the general 
legatees if she elected to take this legacy instead of her life interest 
under the settlement. 


This was a summons to determine whether a particular legacy given 
by the will of Thomas Whitehead was liable to abatement in the same 
manner-as the testator’s general legacies, or whether such particular 
legacy was entitled to priority over the general legacies. The testator 
by his will, dated the 5th of January, 1909, after giving sundry specific 
legacies, proceeds as follows : ‘‘I give to Annie Eliza Street the sum of 
£1,000 on condition that she releases the trustees of the fund which 
I have invested for the ultimate benefit of the Primitive Methodist 
Orphan Home from all claims by her to income from such fund, and 
accepts this legacy in place thereof.’’ The testator appointed the 
plaintiffs executors of his will, and died on the 5th of August, 1912. 
His estate was insufficient to pay all his legacies. On the 21st of 
August, 1899, a settlement was executed by the testator and the trustees 
of the Primitive Methodist Orphan Home at Alresford, in the county 
of Hants, whereby it was declared that a certain sum of £700 paid by 
the said testator to the said trustees should be held by them upon trust 
to pay 5 per cent. thereon to himself for his life, and after his death 
to his housekeeper Annie, and after the death of Annie the money was 
to be applied for the benefit of the said Orphan Home. On the 23rd of 
October, 1903, another settlement was executed by the same parties 
settling a further sum of £300 upon the like trusts. 

Farwegt, L.J., after stating the facts, said : I feel very considerable 
difficulty in this case. Sitting in this Court I do not feel at liberty 
to expand the cases. If I were in another place I should reserve judg- 
ment to consider the circumstances. 
given in lieu of dower does not abate with general legacies, and there 
are dicta that a legacy given in certain cases for the release of a debt 
due to the testator does not abate. Here the testator made the settle- 
ment of a property on the trustees of the charity so as practically to give 
him the income for life, and after his death practically to give the income 


AND OTHERS 


Farwell, L.J. (sitting as an additional | ' p 
| comes the case of Re Wedmor: 
I cannot thoroughly understand. 


‘The cases establish that a legacy j 
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orpus to the charity. Then comes the provision in his will: ‘‘I give 
to Annie Eliza Street the sum of £1,000 on condition that she releases 
the trustees of the fund which | have invested for the ultimate benefit 


of the Primitive Methodist Orphan Home from all claims from her to 
income trom such fund, and accepts this legacy in piace thereof.’’ Now 
the principle of these cases is well enunciated at page 1,093 of Williams 
on Executors, tenth edition. [ The learned judge read the passage.] If 
this had been a case of a legacy given in lieu of dower I s ould have been 
quite satisfied on the cases that it had priority over the general legacies. 
The principle of these dower cases is very difficult to understand, but it 
is a very old principle, and it is well established, so it is not now 
y to inquire into its « rig } If there was no dower the gift was 
simply inoperative. Then came the case of Davis v. Bush (1831, ! 
Younge, p. 341). I gather from the report, although it is not actually 
so stated, that there wae, in fact, no debt in that case, for if there had 
been, counsel would surely have said so, but Lord Lyndhurst there 
expressed his opinion that if any debt were really due, the case would 
ome within the principle laid down in the dower cases. Then there 
1907, 2 Ch. 277), which I must confess 
Whether there was any question there 
of the debt being very much smaller than the legacy I am not concerned 
to consider in this case, because in this case there was no debt at all, but 
merely a life interest. It is very difficult to settle any satisfactory 
grounds for the principle on which these dower cases were decided ; 
none of them seem to bear any similarity. None of them will bear too 
close scrutiny. In Blower v. Morret (ubi supra) Lord Chancellor Hard- 
vicke says : ‘‘ There is, to be sure, some colour and reason that a man 
giving a legacy or provision for his wife may have an intent to prefer 
her, because it is a duty he owes to nature.’’ He here seems to lay 
stress on the moral claim of the widow, which does not seem entirely con- 
sistent with the latter portion of his judgment. Suffice it to say, that 
although there appears to be no intelligible reason for the rule which 
has been established, still it appears to have been settled for upwards 
of two hundred years. That is settled as regards these dower cases. 
However, the extension of the principle beyond the dower cases is very 
far from settled. It is true that I Have been referred by Mr. Grant to 
a dictum of Cozens-Hardy, L.J.% in the case of Re Lawley, Zaiser v. 
Lawley (1902, 2 Ch. 799), where he appears, by his remarks on page 707, 
to suggest that thie principle is not confined to cases of dower, and 
where he might be inferred to suggest that it extended to all legacies to 
a creditor in satisfaction of a debt. But on the other hand I have had 
my attention called by Mr. Greenwood to the case of Shirt v. Westby 


necessal 


| (1808, 16 Vesey 393), where a charge by will on real estate of the simple 





contract debts of another person, not being a payment of the testato: 
debts, was considered by Lord Eldon, L.C., to be mere bounty, in fa 
to be a mere ordinary legacy. I have had no case cited to me where 
the advantage accrued to a third person, as in this case before me, and 
not to the testator’s estate at all. I accordingly decline to extend the 
principle of the dower cases to this case, and hold that this legacy does 
abate with the other general legacies, and accordingly that this legatee, 
Mrs. Street, would not be entitled to any priority if she elected to tak. 
this legacy instead of her life interest under the settlements.—CounsEt, 
J. A. Daynes; Alezlander Grant, K.C., and G. R. Northcote; Mar!/: 
Romer, K.C., and Harry Greenwood. Soxicrrors, HE. C. Rawlings & 
Butt; Collyer-Bristow, Curtis, Booth, Birks, & Langley for Park 
d& Son, Hull. 
{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.} 

Re Rodwell, Safford v. Safford (ante, p. 284).—We are requested to 
that the name of this case should be Re Rodmell, Safford 
Safford. IThe deceased was a testatrix, not a ‘‘ testator.”” The words 
to be interpreted were, ‘‘ Ready money belonging to me or standing in 
my name or to my credit at my bank,” and not ‘‘ ready money ”’ only 
There were no deposit notes; the result depended on the notice as jo 
deposits printed in the pass-book. The name Messrs. Holloway, Blunt, 
& Dilke should be Holloway, Blount, & Dilke; and, in addition to the 
solicitors mentioned in the report, Mr. A. ZL. M. Lefroy instructed Mr. 
i. 2, on behalf of Mrs. Safford. 


state 


Greene 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 
THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED. 1853. 
Capital Stock ... eee es eve on £400,000 
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Debenture Stock pee , yon es “ie ; 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 





Societies. 
The General Council of the Bar. 


Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., ha Chairman and Mr. 
J. Alderson Foote, K.C., Vice-Chairn ral Council of the 
dar. 

I he following re ntleme have appo té 
the Council :—Lord Robert Cecil, Jeg acRcs Jar. 
K.C., Mr. G. J. Talbot, K.C J. R. Atki 
Bankes, K.C., Mr. P. 8. Gregor: 


been appointed 


im ¢ the 


J. C. x riestley, 


K.C., Mr. BR. V. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above Society was held on Mi day . February 24th, 
at 3, King’s Bench Walk, Temple, E.C Mr. Norman H. Aaron 
moved : * That trial by jury in civil cases is untrustworthy and un 
Mr. E. J. Gardiner opposed The following gentlemen 
also spoke : Meesrse. A. T. Settle, G. W. Blockwell, A. W. Armitage, 
Tl. A. Pace, H. C. Michael Dawson, E. 8. Cox Sinclair. The motion 
was lost by one vote. 


necessary.”’ 


The ! 


The fifteenth meeting of the 


nion Society of London. 


1912-1913 session was held at 3 (N.), 
King’s Bench Walk, Temple, on Wednesday, 19th February, at 8.0 
p.m. The president, Mr. George F. Kingham, was in the chair. Mr. 
E. H. St. Clair Miller proposed the following motion : 
House condemns the hostile attitude of the 
to the National Insurance Act.’’ Mr. H. W. Burleigh opposed. The 
following members spoke in favour of the motion. Messrs. B. Honour, 
H. T. Cope, L. H eliiny, H. Geen. The following 

the motion :—Meesrs. Sayers, Dr. Abel, H. R 
W. R. Willson, T. G. Baker. 

Che sixteenth meeting of the 1912-1913 session was held at 3 (N), 
King’s Bench Walk, Temple, on Wednesday, 26th February, at 8 p.m. 
The president (Mr. George I’. Kingham) was in the chair. Mr. M 
Falcon moved the following motion: “ That in the opinion of this 
house the Parliament Act should be repealed.’’ Mr. Thomas Sanders 
The following members spoke in favour of the motion : 
Messrs. T. G. Bolver, Dr. Schmeister-Marshall, T. Ravenshaw, C. H. 
Counsell, E. H. St. Clair Miller, T. Pall, S. Croft, 
Kingham, L. H. Venny. The following members spoke against the 
Messrs. H. Geen, E. Doyle, A. A. Eustace. 


C. H. Counsell, 


Stables, 


opposed. 


motion : 


= ——————— 


Statuary at the Law Courts. 


A white marble bust of Lord Collins, who died in 1911, has, says the 
Daily Telegraph, been placed in the north corridor at the Law Courts. 
The inscription on the pedestal records that Sir Richard Henn Collins 
wag born in 1843, became a judge of the King’s Bench Division in 
1891, a Lord Justice of Appeal in 1897, Master of the Rolls in 1901, 


and a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary in 1907. Mr. F. Derwent Wood, the 
sculptor, has produced an excellent likeness of his subject wearing ‘iis 
full-bottomed wig and gown with ruffle. Shi 

There are now five marble memorials of eminent judges in the Law 
Courts, the other foar being those of Lord Russell of Killowen, Eazl 
Cairns, Sir George Jessel, and Lord St. Helier. They are all busts, 
with the exception of the statue of Lord Russell, which represents his 
lordship seated in full judicial regalia, and occupies a position in vhe 
Great Hall. 

It is somewhat singular that until a few years ago the only memoriais 
to be found in the Law Courts were statues of the architect and the 
secretary of the committee which was charged with the erection of the 
building. It may not be generally known that, when the designs were 
originally made, it was proposed eventually to fill the windows in tle 
central hall with stained glass representations of great events in leg] 
history, and the eight panels on the walls with frescoes of ‘ike 
pictorial character. 

Up to now the windows are merely relieved by coats of arme of past 
Lord Chancellors, and the panels, with one exception, are bare. In 
the one exception a huge picture of an incident of no particular legal 
interest was hung about a year ago, having been removed from the 
House of Lords, where the place it filled was wanted for other pur- 
poses. 


Ancient Judicial Records. 


Sir Frederick Pollock, chairman of the Royal Commission on Pupli 
Records, says the 7'imes, lectured on Wednesday evening at University 
College on ‘‘ Judicial Records.” " 

In the course of his lecture, he said that there was a great harvest 


| yet to be garnered from the judicial records and documents associated 


with them, for so far labourers had been few. There were difficulties 
in the way, but they were not comparable with those overcome in some 
other fields of research. It was simply a matter of a sufficient number 


| of workers, and he asked whether they should not consider what could 


| additional members of | 





“That thie | 
British Medical Association | 


members opposed | 


| Andrews, Francis Nicholas 


| Baker, George Brindle 


| Bendle, Leslie Alan 


T. H. Coram, G. F. | 
| Colwill, Eric Richard 





be done in this direction by the young and vigorous faculty of the 
University of London. 

The Master of the Rolls, in proposing a vote of thanks to Sir 
Frederick Pollock, said he was supposed to be the Master of Manu. 
scripts and Parchments of the courts of the country. If they wanted 
to realize the importance and the historic interest of the judicial records, 
they should go to the Record Office Museum, which was certainly one 
of the most interesting places in the country. There they would s: 
how in the Tudor period, or earlier than that, the officials had so mach 
time on their hands that they illuminated in the most beautiful manaer 
the records of each particular term. They would also age how at « 
later time the records were kept together in great parchments making 
a great roll. Not once or twice, but several times, it had been his duty 
to try and get some illumination and help from the actual records of 
the proceedings in Chancery or in the Equity Exchequer centuries ago. 
The record was usually found in half an hour, and, on looking tt 
through, he frequently got an accurate view of what had really been 
decided in the case, a view not always to be found in the supposed 
authorized reports of the time. 








Law Students Journal. 


The Law Socrety. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on 5th and 6th 
February, 1913 :-— 
Allen, George Isaac Hughes, Edward George Victor 
Johnson, James William 
Jones, Charles Edward Tudor 
King, Edwin Horatio Herschel! 
Lewis, George Thomas 
Napier, James Murray 
New, Leslie Penry 
Oswell, Harold Lloyd 
Parfitt, Henry Francis 
Pearce, Julian Phillips 
Prole, John Cyril 
Rigg, James Wilson 
Rimmer, Arthur Ernest 
Rundell, Leslie Eric 
Creak, Walter James Staddon, Harry Kenneth 
Dawkins, ‘ Frederick Samuel Shir-Thompson, Alexander 

ley Tucker, Ernest Vivian 
Dixon, Cyril Maxfield Turner, William Victor 
Dyson, Eric Tuson, Cyril Barnett 
Foster, Edward Wade Wallwork, Leo 
Green, Richmond Edward Ormond Watkins, David William 

Lyttleton Westbrook, Harold 
Gregory, Marche- White, Reginald Lewis 

mont Williams, Evan Idwal 
Hall, Henry James William Willmot, John Dyott 
Hill, Charles Guy Roper Woods, Thomas 
Hopkins, Arthur Henry Wright, William Girvan 

No. of candidates 78 Passed te ws @ 


The following candidates are certified by the examiners to have 
passed with distinction, and will be entitled to compete, if otherwise 
qualified, at the Studentship Examination in June, 1913 :— 

Prole, John Cyril 
Turner, William Victor 
Tuson, Cyril Barnett 
By Order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Bucxnmt, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
2ist February, 1913. 


Aufrere 


Beer, William Robert 


Booth, William 

Butler, Geoffrey Lewis 
Byrne, Francis Bernard 
Carpenter, Fred Harold 
Carter, Alfred Henry 
Cattle, Eustace Shipstone 


Cooke, Guy Proudfoot 
Couch, Jonathan 


Joseph Eric 


Baker, George Brindley Aufrére 
Cooke, Guy Proudfoot 
Napier, James Murray 


Law Society’s Journal. 


The members of the teaching staff of the Law Society will hold 
(by permission of the Council) a reception of past and present students 
of the society at the Society’s Hall, on Friday next (March 7th), at 
8.30 p.m. The president of the Society, and several members of 
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Council, have promised to attend; and invitations to be present have | 
also been accepted by Lord Shaw of Dunfermline, Masters Willes 

Chitty, Fox, and Romer, Frofessor Goudy, of Oxford, and Professor 

E. C. Clark, of Cambridge, Dr. Blake Odgers, K.C., and Mr. J. F. P. 

Rawlinson, K.C. The first part of the programme will consist of items 

contributed by the students, and the second of a musical recital by Mr. 

Warwick Pryce. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatine Sociery.—-Feb. 18.—Chairman, Mr. H. &. 
Meyer.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Attorney- 
General v. Price (1912, 1 Ch. 667) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. W. 8. 
Jones opened in the affirmative, Mr. W. 8. Meeke seconded in the 
affirmative; Mr. H. G. Hill opened in the negative, Mr. N. A. Johns | 
seconded in the negative. The following members continued the | 
debate :—Messrsa. W. M. Fleadwell, R. F. Mattingly, H. J. Howland, | 
and D. L. Strelitskie. The motion was carried by five votes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. J. Parry Jones. 


Mr. John Parry Jones, solicitor, the Town Clerk of Denbigh, died 
on the 21st February, after an illness of several months. Mr. Parry | 
Jones, who was admitted in 1871, and was a member of the firm of 
Messrs. Parry Jones, Francis, & Davis, had held the office of Town 
clerk thirty-seven years; he was also clerk to the Denbigh Borough | 
and County Justices, and was Under-Sheriff of Denbighshire for several | 
years, 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions. 


Wiu1am Ciutey Lorp, ArcuipaLp Nett, Harotp AGNew, REGINALD 
Stevens Lorp, and Epwin Kennepy Hutton, solicitors (Sale & Co.), 
29, Booth-street, Manchester. Dec. 31, by the retirement of the said 
William Cluley Lord from the firm. The said Archibald Neill, Harold 
Agnew, Reginald Stevens Lord, and Edwin Kennedy Hilton will con- 
tinue to practise as heretofore, under the style or firm of Sale & Co. 

(Gazette, Feb. 21. 


—_——— 


Information Required. 
‘ 


Will the gentleman who has been inquiring for EDWARD SAMUEL | 
PARRY, late 2nd A. and S. Highlanders, kindly communicate with | 
the same at Marine Band, Melville Barracks, Chatham? 

e--— Aa 


General. 


The Right Hon. Sir John Compton Lawrance, Senior Judge of the | 
King’s Bench Division, on his retirement in March last, left estate of 
the gross value of £39,260, of which the net personalty has been sworn 
at £32,655. The testator directed that if his gift of land to the 
Thurlby (Lincolnshire) Wesleyan Chapel should not have had time to | 
become operative, then such gift should be treated as a bequest to that | 
institution under his will. 

In the course of a letter to the J'imes of the 24th inst. on the late 
lord Matnaghten, Mr. Arthur Cohen, K.C., says :—‘' Allow me o 
make one further observation which, IT am sure, will meet with the 


| Institution on forestry law. 


| and the law had been amended so as to grant considerable relief. 


| under date of 18th of February, says : 


| Commissions 


concurrence of all who are familiar with the proceedings of the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council. The late Lord Macnaghten was »ne 
of the comparatively few members of that Committee who, like Sir 
Arthur Wilson and the late Lord Davey and Lord Hobhouse, were 


| distinguished by their thorough knowledge of Hindu and Mahomedan 


law, and there is much reason to fear that the loss of Lord Macnaghten 


| will often be felt on the hearing of Indian appeals, over which he 
| presided with so much ability and such entire satisfaction both to 
counsel and their clients. 


” 


Mr. B. W. Adkin (Fellow) read a paper on Monday at the Surveyors’ 
He said that of the original Crown forests 
but few remain, the chief being Windsor Forest (15,175 acres), the 
New Forest (64,834 acres), and the Forest of Dean (18,710 acres), the 
total area of Crown woods being about 115,300 acres. Referring co 
the rating of woodlands, he said that the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, 
and heavy burden on owners of land who kad 
The Government had, however, recognised that, 
The 
Finance Act, 1912, had repealed Section 61 (5) of the Act of 1910. One 
of the points of difficulty in connection with the amending Act had 


imposed a new 
encouraged forestry. 


| been met by the action of the Estate Duty Office in agreeing to allow 


the expenses of sale, felling, and drawing-out of timber, and of replant- 


| ing to maintain as a timber estate. 


Professor T. E. Holland, K.C., writing to the Jimes from Oxford 
“The obituary notice which 
appears in the 7'imes of to-day will have come as a great shock to 
all who were present, only on Thursday last, at a meeting of the 


| Council of Legal Education over which Lord Macnaghten presided with 
| his accustomed care and shrewdness. 


It may possibly be of interest to 
record, especially as one reads that this great lawyer had been out of 
health for the past fortnight, that, happening to be alone with him 
in the drawing-room of Lincoln’s Inn before the meeting in question, 
I found him eager to enter into a conversation, which lasted for per- 
haps half an hour, full of argumentative statement, and enlivened by 
many amusing professional reminiscences. He was, I thought, looking 
more fatigued than usual, but no other sign of failure prepared one 
in the slightest degree for what was to follow only four days after- 
wards.”” 


The burial of Lord Macnaghten took place last Saturday in the 
cemetery attached to Dunluce Parish Church, near the village of Bush- 
mills. ‘The procession from Runkerry, Bushmills, was headed by the 
Bushmills Boy Scouts, and the service in the church was conducted by 
the Bishop of Down, Connor, and Dromore, Canon Frizell, and the 
Rev. Dr. Murphy, Belfast. Among those present were Sir Charles 
and Lady Macnaghten, the Hon. Frederic Macnaghten, the Hon. Mal- 
colm Macnaghten, the Hon. Helen Macnaghten, the Hon. Anne Mac- 


| naghten, and the Hon. Ethel Macnaghten, Mr. William Moore, K.C., 


M.P., Mr. H. T. Barrie, M.P., and Major R. A. C. McCalmont, M.P. 
Wreaths were sent by Lord and Lady Dunboyne, Lord Atkinson, Lord 
and Lady O’Neill, Sir Thomas and Lady Holdich, the Chilean Minister, 
the Argentine Minister, the General Council of the Bar, the Benchers 
of Lincoln’s Inn, the Royal Portrush Golf Club, the Bushmills Branch 
of the Young Women’s Christian Association, the Bushmills Boy 
Scoute, the fishermen and the select vestry of Bushmills, the servants 
at Queen’s-gate and Gussex-square, and others. 


Mr. Stanley Machin, presiding at the annual meeting of the Secret 
“and Bribery Prevention League, held at the London 
Chamber of Commerce, on Tuesday, said that during last year the 
league had obtained a larger number of convictions than ever before. 
The membership of the league was now 369, and was increasing. They 
had had difficulty in connection with the Attorney-General’s fiat, which 


| was necessary before a prosecution could be instituted under the Pre- 


vention of Corruption Act, 1906. ‘A Bill was brought in to do away 
with the necessity for the fiat, but it could not be passed owing to the 
extraordinary pressure of Parliamentary business. The difficulties 
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raised by the bankers had entirely disappeared, and it was intended to 
introduce the Bill again at the earliest favourable opportunity. The 
league was making great progress in the provinces, and abroad their 
movement was being copied. He hoped the day was not far distant 
when they would be able to summon in London an international 
conference upon this important question, and drive home the deter 
mination which they had to cleanse commerce from the great evil of 
bribery. 

In presiding at a lecture on “‘ Court Practice—Good and Otherwise,” 
delivered by Judge Rentoul, K.C., in the Old Hall, Lincoln’s Inn 
before a large andien composed of members of the Solicitors’ 
Managing Clerks’ Association, Mr. Bankes said he 
supposed he was speaking to a body of men who nad 
better knowledge of the law than anvone elae, who knew its failings 
and how it conld be improved, and he appealed to them to use their 
influence for any improvement in judicial procedure that could oe 
of the public. He believed we possessed in this 


Justice 


made in the interes 
t system of law, and that our law was as good 
as that of any o but he was convinced that from the point 
of the interests of the public the hearing of causes took too long. No 


: : . - 
mmount o wku y counsel could make a bad case into a good one. 


eountry ’ macnihcer 


but * indees to ston counsel, who resented being 
interruntes e his lerdship thought they failed in the King’s 
Bench Divisi » method and system in regard to the arrange 
ment of bu caused an immense amount of annoyance 

is in the interests of the general public that 


1 


better, the delay less, and the cost not so 


Wuy Pay Rent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scortisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Limitep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 


Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Reorereans t* ATTENDANCE OF 


Mr. Justice 


Date Eurreexcy Arrrat Covst Mr. Justice 
. j Swiwrew Eaor 


Rota. No, I, Joros. 


Monday Mar. Mr Goldschmidt Mr Greswell Mr Bioxam Mr Borrear 
Tuesday ..... Borrer Rioxam Jolly Leach 
Werdneaday f Leach Jolly Rynge Greawell 
Thursday ...... 6 Church Borrer Farner Jolly 
PrIGRY  ..0<0000 Synge Goldschmidt Ohuren Bloxan 
Saturday - Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Synge 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Juatico 
NEVILLE. Pankas. Eve. 


Monday Mar Mr Jolly Mr Leach Mr Charch Mr Farmer 
Tuesday ... Greswel! Goldschmidt Farmer Synge 
Wednesday f Borrer Church Goldschmidt Bloxan 
Thursday y Synge Greswell Leach Goldschmi It 
Friday ...... Farmer Jolly Borrer Leach 
Saturday Bloxam Borrer Greswell Cnarca 


Mr, Justice 


Yate 
Date. W arainotox. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


SUPPLEMENTARY LIST OF APPEALS FROM ALL DIVISIONS. | 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1913 
Set down to February 13th, 1913. 
IN RE THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, 1897 
AND 1906, 
(From County Courts.) 
1912. 


Tomlinson v Garratts ld appl of Applicant from award of County | 


Court (Worcestershire, Stourbridge), dated Nov 20, 1912 Dec 10 


Jones v Penwyllt Dinas Silica Brick Co ld appl of respt from award | 
of County Court (Glamorganshire, Neath), dated Dec 5, 1912 Dec 24 | 
Burnell v Owners of Ship Parana appl of respts from award of County 


ranchire, Cardiff), dated Dec 13, 1912 Dec 27 


1913. 


Edwards (Widow) v the Wingham Agricultural Implement Co Id appl 
of Applicant from award of County Court (Kent, Dover), dated 
Dec 18, 1912 Jan 4 

Smith v Foster appl of respt from award of County Court (Lanca 
shire, Salford), dated Jan 7, 1913 Jan 24 

Low v Port of London Authority appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated Jan 8, 1913 Jan 27 

Gill v N Fortescue & Sons ld & anr appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Middlesex, City of London Court), dated Jan 21, 
1913 Feb 3 

Garjulo v Strachan & Henshaw ld appl of Applicant from award of 
County Court (Gloucestershire, Br istol), dated Jan 13, 1913 Feb 3 

Silk v Isle of Thanet Rural District Council appl of Applicant from 
award of County Court (Kent, Ramsgate), dated Jan 15, 1913 Feb 4 

Wilmerson v Lynn & Hamburg Steamship Co ld appl of respts from 


Court (Glamor 





award of County Court (Norfolk, King’s Lynn), dated Jan 25, 1913 
Feb 4 

Rogers v B Whitehouee & Sons appl of Applicant from award of 
County Court (Warwickshire, Birmingham), dated Jan 23, 1913 
Feb 6 

Hewitt v Stanley Bros appl of respt from award of County Court 
(Warwickshire, Nuneaton), dated Jan 17, 1913 Feb 6 

McCabe v Henry North & Sons ld appl of Applicant from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Bradford), dated Jan 21, 1915 Feb 7 








. o > 
Winding-up Notices. 
London; Gazette,—FRIDAY, Feb. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Lowirep 1m CeANoERY. 


B. R. WHEATLEY, Ltp. (iy VoLuNTARY LiqQuiIpATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
b- fore Mar 14, to send in their names and addresses. an‘ particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Butterfield, City Chmbrs, Darly st, Bradford. Milner & Son, Leeds, 
solors for the liquidator. 


MuNT BROTHERS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 25, to send in their 
names and »ddresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Hubert 
Hughes, c/o A. C. Lucas, 110, Cannon st, liquidator. 

NATIONAL COMMERCIAL INSURANCE CO, LTD. (tN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Mar,;21, to send in their names and addresses, and the 
particu'ars of their debts or claims, to Charles Frederick Burton, Copthal ay, 
liquidator 

NORTH WALES AND DIsTRict BILLpostEers, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).— 
Creditors are required, on or before Mar 25, to send in their names-and addresses, and 
—— of their debts or claims, to Pierce & Bird, Wrexham, solors for the 
iquidator. 

PARNALL ‘& Sons, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or ‘before Mar 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Henry 
Armstrong, 21/22, Narrow Wine st, Bristol, Pinsent & Co, Birmingham, solors for the 
liquidator. 

r. B. 8. O. SyNpIcATE, Lrp.—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 19, directed to be 
heard Mar 4. Ballantyne & Co, Dock Rouse, Billiter st, solors for the petnr. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’cJock in the afternoon 
of Mar 3. 

wondon Gazette—TUESDAY, Feb. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


ALLEN AND MANNOOCH, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 
22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of heir debts or claims, to 


William Henry Peat, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator. 


‘ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
Law Accountants & Costs Draftsmen. 
| BILLS OF COSTS 


of every description prepared, with or without 

entries, and engrossed for taxation and delivery 

to clients in town or country. Commission 

charged on profit costs totals only. Taxations 
attended and completed. 


ARREARS WoOoREHED U.,F. 


ADMITTED SOLICITORS 
supplied to act as Managing Clerks at moment’s 
notice without fee to employers. 

















Companies Registered. Probates taken out and General 
Somerset House Work effected by- a responsible staff. 


ATHERTONS, LIMITED, 


THE Leading Law AGENCY, 


63 & 64, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 











, . Papeee 2482 Holbo:n. Telegrams: “Alacrious, London. 
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BREGUET AEP OPLANES, Co, Ltp.—Petition for winding up, presented Feb 18, directed to 
be heard Mer 4. Turner & Hopton, 80, Finsbury pvmt. Notice of ajpearing must 
reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Mar 3 

B.S. WILLIAMS BroscopE Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 26, to 
serd their names and ad‘resses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
George Edgar Corfield, 119, Finsbury pvmt, liquidator. 

6. E. RICHARDSON & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Juhn 
Gordon, 7, Bond pl, Leeds, liquidator. 

Gronce WILTON, Son & Co, LTp.—Creditors are required forthwith to send their names 
and addresses, and the esate of their debts or claims, to John Ockleshaw and 
Harold D. Newsum, 14, Priory pl, Doncaster, joint liquidators. 

J.T. IRELAND & Co, Lrp.—Petn for winding-up, pre<ented Feb 14, directed to be heard 
at the County Court, Queen st, Wolverhampton, Mar 10 at 10. Parr & Co, 20, Temple 
row, Birmingham, solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above 
named not Jater than six o'clock in the afternvon of Mar 8. 

NEWSPAPERS, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 8. to send their names and addresses, and the parti: wars of their debts or claims, 
to Herbert Barr, 98, Fetter In Cordwell, King’s Bench walk, Temple, solor for the 
liquidator. 

Witson’s St. JAMES’ SQUARE MANCHESTER, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented Feb 
18, directed to be heard at the Court House, Quay st, Manchester, on Mar 7, at 11. 

Vaudrey & Co, 30, St Ann st, Manchester, solors for the petnr Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named nct later than six o’c!ock in the afternoon of Mar 6. 

ZERNY, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, rresented Feb 20, directed to be heard at the Guild 
hall, Hull, on Mar 6. Jactson & Co, Victoria chmbrs, Bowlalley In, Hull, agents for 
Ward & Co, 85, Gracechurch st, solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Mar 5 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—Frivay, Feb. 21. 

J. Jackson & Co, Lrp. 
Bens Gas, LTD. 
W. E. TURNER & Co, LTD. 
F. W. Woop ENGRAVING Co, Lrp. 
BIRTLEY SKATING RINK AND ENTERTAINMENTS SYNDICATE, LTD, 
INVESTORS UNDERWRITING TRUST, LTD. 
NATIONAL COMMERCIAL INSURANCE Co, LTD, 
HicGuBURY BREWERY, Ltp. 
GERMAN COLLOS CEMENT CO, LTD, 
THOMAS RAMSAY & Co, Lrv. 
PARNALL & Sons, LTD. 
GILBERT ARO Lamp Co, Ltp. 
JOHN BIRCHENOUGH & Sons, LTD. 
New SoN WHARVES, LTD. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY Feb 2). 
Brivis COMBINE POLISH Co, LTD. 
ABERDARE FRUIT STORES, LTD. 
LANGFORD AND PAGE, LTD, 
OVERGROUND, LTD. 
R. MELHUISH, LTD. 
BROAD STREKT Co, Lrp. 
ANGLO-AUSTRALIAN EXPLORATION, LTD. (Rec n:truction), 
Crry INcoME TAX AGENCY, LTD. 
Cosny Broom, Lrp. 
SCRIVEN HERMANOS Y COMPANIA, LTD, 
NORTH KALGURLI Co, LrD. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


March 6.—Meesre. H. E. Foster & Crawrretp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Rent 
Charges, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

March 11.—Mesers. Rogers, Casrman, & Tomas, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Ground Renta, L hold R ‘ idence, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

March 12.—Messrs. H. E. Fosrer & Cranrreco, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises 
and Prorerties, and Leasehold Ground Rents and Premises (see advertisement,| back 
page, this week). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day ov Cxatm. 


London Gasetie.—Faipay, Feb. 14, 


Faiay, Davip, High rd, Kilburn, Draper March 10 Waitbman y Gould, Parker, J 
Davidson, Spring gdns 

Youre, Witt, Salisbury, Wilts March 19 Brown and Another v Harris and 
Others, Swinfen Eady,J Tatum, Salisbury 


London Gazette.—FriDAY, Feb. 21. 


SxEwes-Cox, Sir Taomas, Petersham, Surrey March 31 Hill vy Skewes-Cox. Parker 
and Warrington, JJ Lieweliyn, Norfolk st, Strand 

Wirx, Witt, ~~: Herts April 10 Winn v Jobn and Others, Joyce and 

» Vancerpump & Eve, South sq, Gray’s inn 


Eve, JJ Paul 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 21. 
ATHERTON, JAMES, Fazakerley, Lancs Mar 18 Horrocks & Christlan Jones, Liverpoo 
AYERS, JAMES WILLIAM, Sunnyhill rd, Streatham, Gardener Mar3l Rose & Co, Sul- 
folk st, Pall Mall 
BARLOW, SARAH, Manchester Mar22 Pegge & Billinge, Manchester 
BEST, WILLIAM HARRISON, Rochdale, Decorator Feb 28 Stott & Son, Rochdale 
BETJEMANN, HANNAH, Hodford mans, Golder’s Green Mar 22 Goddard, Clement's 
inn, Strand 
BILLINGHAM, EMMA, Darville rd, Stoke Newington April 15 Brighten & Lemon 
Crutched Friars 
BILLINGHURST, REY HENRY GODWIN, Midhurst, Sussex 
Midhurst 
BROADLEY, SARAH, Rochdale Mar24 Wiles, Rochdale 
BROWN, JOHN, Market Overton, Rutiand, Farmer April 1 Atter, Stamford, Lincs 
BUNGEN, THOMAS, Margate Mar 25 Wilson, Margate 
CAWLEY, STEPHEN, Bunbury, Cheshire Mar 25 Cawley, Tarporley 
Cocks, Jonn, J P, Romiley, Chester April 5 Risque & Robson, Manchester 
\OLLEY, THOMAS, Stockton, Warwick Mar23 Large & Major, Leamington Spa 2 
COLLINGWOOD, CUTHBERT JOHNSON, St Leonards on Sea, Wine and Spirit Merchant 
Mar 31 Gordon, Gulden sq 
Cox, Joun, Bury, Lancs Mar 24 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
Cross, JoHN, Westcliff, Southend on Sea Mar 22 Tolhurst & Cox, Southend on Sea 
CULL, CAROLINE BAKER, Worthing April9 Ikin & Crowther, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
DARKIN, GFORGE WILLIAM, Castletown, lof M Mar 81 Burnett, Carlisle 
D'ELSLOO, Count CHARLES FREDERICK THEORORE.MARIE MAUR DE GELOES Mar 
Tippetts, Maiden: In, Queen st 
DUGDALE, ALICE, Denton, Lancs Mar8 Lees, Ashton under Lyne 
Evans, JoHN, Eltham, Kent Aprill Trolloye & Winckworth, Abingdon at 
FIELD, CLARA, Bolton Mar31 Littler, Manchester 
FLETCHER, CHARLES, Chesterfield, Derby Mar 22 Mather, Chesterfield 
FLETCHER, THOMAS, Weston super Mare Mar 20 Coote & Richards, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 
GEDGE, MARY, Morte-Hoe, Devon Mar5 Brown, Barnstaple 
Gipson, CORNELIUS, Kingsland rd, Corn Merchant March 31 
Islington 
GILBERT, REGINALD, Aoercavenny, Mon, JP April 7 Adshead, Arundel st, Strand 
GOODLAND, HENRY, Washfield, Devon April 2 Hole & Pugsley, Tiverton 
GRAY, MARY, Saltergill, nr Yarm, Yorks Mar 31 Archer & Co, Stockton on Tees 
Groom, CHARLES, Albany rd, Camberwell, Timber Merchant April14 Gowing, Brixton 
vil 


Mar 18 Johnson & Clarence, 


21 


Clarke & Co, Duncan st, 


Buck & Dicksons, Preston 
Clements, Cambridge 
Rivington & Son, Fenchurch 


HEATHCOTE, RICHARD, Preston, Joiner Mar 8 

HILDRED, DAVID, Waterbeach, Cambrijge Mar 31 

Hopwoop, FRANK OVERALL, Fairfax rd, Hornsey Mar 31 
bldgs 

Horrocks, WILLIAM HOLDEN, Bolton April 4 Horrocks, Radcliffe 

JEFFERY. HENRY, Denmark rd, Camberwell, Leather Merchant Mar25 Milar & Sons, 
St Thomas st, London Bridge 

Jones, EvitH GERTRUDE, High rd, Streatham April 1 Cripps & Co, Tunbridze Wells 

JONES, JosEPH, Wolverhampton Mar 31 May & Court, Wolverbampton 

JULIAN. JoHN, Thirsk, Yorks Mar 25 Lindus & Hortin, Trump st 

LEPINE, JANE, Musgrave cres, Fulham April 1 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

LYLE, ABRAM. Hi: hgate Mar 31 Emmet & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

MACGEAGH, THOMAS FosTER, Avenue House, Falcon sq, Manufacturer’s Agent April 5 
Wells & Sons, Paternoster row : 

MACHON, Ester, Kingston upon Hull April 1 Gilfoy, Hull 

MANNERS-SMITH, THOMAS, University, Cambridge, Demonstrator in Anatomy Mar 31 
Clenents, Cambridge 

MANNINGTON, ELIzsBEIH, Lewes Mar 24 Blaker & Son, Lewes 

MoCartTuHy, ExizA, St Leonards on Sea Mar 22 Mann, St Leonards on Sea 

McQUEEN, JOHN RAINER, Chailey, Sussex April 5 Paterson & Co, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 

MEE, JOHN, Nottingham, Assistant Oversébr April 5 Comery, Nottingham 

OLDER, CHARLES, Bromley, Kent, Bricklayer Mar 25 Weller, Bromley, Kent 

PACKWOOD, THOMAS, Handsworth, Birmingham Mar 12 Dowling, Winchester 

PARKER, MARY JOSEPHINE, Church End, Finchley. Mar 20 Chambers & Garvett, Church 
End, Finchley 

PERCIVAL, MARY, Leinster sq, Hyde Park, Mar31 Kenyon, South sq, Gray's Inn 

PERRETT, HENRY, Wotton under Edge,Glos Mar 31 Salisbury & Co, Bristol 

PETERS, RACHEL, Peterborough April 4 Harris & Co, Finsbury sq’ 

POOLE, BENJAMIN, Doncaster Mar 31 Dawson & Burgess, Doncaster 

PULLING, JULIA ADELAIDE, Tunbridge Wells Mar 24 Greenip & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

RAMSEY, THOMAS KELLETT, Market Drayton, Salop, Veterinary Surgeon Mar 25 Dean 
& Espley, Wellington, Salop 

RicH, WILLIAM HENRY, Okehampton, Devon, Fruiterer 
ton 

RoBERTSON, GEORGE, Brockley, Kent Mar31 Reynolds & Miles, Basinghall et 

ROGERS, GEORGE, Middleton on the Hill, Herefordshire, Farmer Mar 1 Gosling, Leo- 
minster 

ROYLE, HENRY, Blackpool Mar18 Wilmot & Hodge, Southport 

SOUTHEY, SYDNEY BENTHAM, Watford, Herts Mar22 Reid, King st,;Cheapside 

STIENE, THKODOR Mar 31 Sadler & Woodwark, King’s Lynn 

STUBBS, JEPTHA THOMAS, Catford, Kent, Pipemaker Mar 24 Stewart, Public Trustee 

Office, Clement's inn, Strand 

TUBBS, HARRY THEODORE IBBERSON, Dartmouth rd, Willesden Mar 18 Bennett & 
Ferris, Coleman st 

WALLIS, ELLEN, Winchester Mar 12 Dowling, Winchester 

WELDING, GEORGE DAVID, King’s Norton, Worcester, Wine Merchant 
Clarke & Smith, Birmingham 

WoopwaRD, Rev WILLIAM, Great Catworth, 
Kettering 


Mar 21 Burd & Co, Okehamp- 


April 7 Goodrick- 


Hunts Mar 21 Lamb & Stringer 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb 25. 
BAKER, JSAAC, Guestling, nt Hastings, April 1 Chalinder & Herrington, Hastings 
Boyce, CHARLES WILLIAM, Bury St Edmunds, Coal Merchant Mar 31 Greene & 
Greene, Bury St Edmunds 
BROUGHTON, CAROLINE SSUSANNAH, Buckley rd, Brondesbury Mar26 Smith & Son, 
High rd, Kilburn 
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BROWNE, FRANCIS AUGUSTIN, Mincing In, Colonial Broker Mar3l1 Rehder & Higgs 
Mincing In 

BUTCHER, ANNE, Walton on Thames, Licensed Victualler 

hames 

CHILVER, ELEANOR, Hepworth, Suffolk Aprill Fowell & Co, Norwich 

Crotty, WILLIAM JAMES, Forest Gate Mar 27 Cersellis & Berney, High rd, Balham 

DEAN, GLADYS MURIEL, Victoria Park, Manchester April 10 Doughty & Fraser, 
Manchester 

FENWICK, GORGE ANTHONY, Hilmorton, Rugby April 7 
Piccadilly 

GILLESPIZ, EDWARD JAMES, Dunster ct, Mincing In 
inn 

GRAY, EMMA, Stoneycroft, Liverpool 

GRiIMsEY, SARAH, Whetstone Mar 30 
row 

HALL, EDWARD, Kingston upon Hull Mar25 Reed, Hall 

HARPER, EUGENE JOCELYS, Gloucester, Oil Dealer Mar 17 
ham 

HENDERSON, VINCENT CARLILE, Hill st, 
toria st 

HOLDSWORTH, MARY, King’s Norton, Birmingham Mar 20 Winders, Bolton, Lancs 

KKAN, ALEXANDER WILLIAM, N’Tubia Mines, via Dunkwa, Mining Engineer April 26 
Webb, Birmingham 

LAMB, Rev “HARLES EDWARD, Gretton, Northampton 

° Kettering 


Aprill4 Bell, Kingston on 


Walfords, Bolton st, 


Mar 25 


Mar 12 Smith & Scn, Liverpooi 
Holcombe & Banks, Great James’ st, Bedford 


Heath & Eckersall, Chelten- 


Rutland Gate Mar 21 Fearon & Co, Vic- 


Mar 23 Lamb & Stringer, 


LENNOX, JOHN MAITLAND, Shelley ct, Tite st, Chelsea Mar 29 Nicholls, Lincoln's inn | 


flelds 


Lock, SAMUEL, Cardiff Mar2l Francis, Cardiff 


Lodge, New ct, Lincoln's | 


| Weeks, MARY, Pewsev, Wilts 


MARSD*N, GEORGE WILLIAM, Camberwell, Solicitor April8 Foord & Son, Eastcheap 

MARTIN, SARAH, Hastings Mar28 Langham & Co, Hastings 

MoGoverRN, FRANCIS, Ashton in Makerfield Mar29 Bridge, Wigan 

MELHUISH, EMILY SARAH, Exeter rd, Brondesbury Mar 31 Attenborough & Sons, 
Thivies inn, Holborn circas 

Moore, CartstopuerR THomas, Aldwick, nr Bognor, Chartered Acoountant Mar 29 
Staffurth, Bognor 

Moore, THOMAS ALBERT, Hastings April12 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

PEACOCK, THOMAS, New Brighton, Cheshire, Linen Draper April 5 Gradwell & Co, 
Liverpool 

Prick, THOMAS Henry, 8t Lawrence, Ramsgate Mar 22 

SAMSON, WILLIAM, Princes rd, Wimb!edon Park April@1 Norton & Co, Old Broad st 

SHEPPARD, WILLIAM, Hapton, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Mar 81 Waddington 
Burnley 

TREVANION, Huan ERIC, Mar 
Cannon st 

WaGsTAF?r, JAMES JOHN, 8 uthend on Sea Mar25 Fry 

Mar 20 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey Wilts 


April 2 Sladden & Wing, Queen Anne's 


Mote, South sq, Gray's inn 


99 


os 


St Stephen's cres, Bayswater Mackrell & Oo 


WHITWELL, HANNAN MARIA, Fitzroy, Victoria 
gate 


| WINGFIELD, ELBANOR ExizA, Hastings Mar28 Langham, Hastings 


WoORROLL, EDWARD, Saddleworth, Yorks, Plamber Mar 31 Whitworth, Ashton under 
yne 


WORRALL, MARy ANN, Uppermill, pr Saddleworth Mar 31 Whitworth, Ashton under 


Lyne 








| MATTHEWS, HAroLp 


Dewe, 


Brook st 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY Feb. 21. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 

BARCZINSKY, EpWARbD, Earl's Court rd, Jeweller 
Court PetJ n28 Ord Feb 1s 

BARKER, FRANK, Rochdale, Woollen Merchant 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Bo_ron Bros, Pall Mall, Motor Agents 
Dec 5 Ord Feb18 

400TH, WILLIAM, Darfield. nr Barnsley, Farmer 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

BROOKES, SAMUEL, Netherton, Dudley, Tube Fittings 
Manufacturer Dudley Pet Feb 19 (rd Feb 19 

uaa, JAMES, Morley St Peter, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

CLARKE, JAMES WILLIAM, Whatlington, Sussex Hastings 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

CLEWS, ROBERT FRANK, Nottingham, Caterer 
ham Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

Cooper, BARNETT, Upper Thames st, Tobacco 
High Court Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 18 

CORDUKES, KOBERT WILLIAM, Shipley, 
Framer Bradford Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

Dax, HERMAN, Wallington, Surrey, schoolmaster Croydon 
Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

DE MURRIETA, C, Geurge 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Feb 18 

FEAR, JOHN. Birmingham, Baker 
Ord Feb 15 

Foster, Swink, Morecambe, Lancs, Coach Builder 
ton Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

GILLGRASS, JoHN, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

HALL, HARRY JOSEPH, Mostyn av, Wembley Hill, Middle- 
sex, Hosier’s Assistant High Court Pet Feb 17 Ord 

Bobbin 


Feb 17 

HALLAS, GEORGE, Great Grimsby, Trawl Maker 
Ord Feb 18 

Burton on Trent, Window 


Great Grimsby Pet Feb 18 

HALLETT, HARRY CROSS, 
Cleaner Burton on Trent Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

HeckLe, WILLIAM, Guisboroxgh, Joiner Stockton on 
Tees Pet Feb17 Ord Febt7 

JEPSON, ALFRED, Sandbach, Chester 
Feb5 Ord Feb 18 


High 
Rochdale 
High Court Pet 


Barnsley 


Notti:g 


Dealer 


st, Hanover sq High Court 


Birmingham 


Pres- 


Macclesfield Pet 


Yorks, Picture | 


| TAYLOR, 
Pet Feb 15 


| WAISH, 





Dentist High Court Pet Dec 17 Ord Feb 19 

MEDWAY, REGINALD DAVIS, Freshwater, I of W, 
Newport Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

MEYER, RICHARD, Myddleton 81, Clerkenwell, Company 
Direc'or High Court Pet Jan 9 Ord Feb 19 

MITCHELL, -WALTER STUART, Liscard, Chester, Chemist 
Birkenhead Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb 18 

Parry, Tom, Ross, Hereford, Butcher 
18 Ord Feb 18 

PEATTIE, JOHN, Victoria grove, South Kens ngton, Builder 
High Court Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

PRESTON, HERBERT, Normanton, Yorks, Confectioner 
Wakefiold Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

PUTNAM, AMOS, Totteridge, nr High Wycombe, Butcher 
Aylesbury Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

RICHARDS, ALFRED, Pentre, Glam, Colliery Repiirer 
Pontypridd Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

RICHMOND, THOMAS, Nunthorpe, Yorks, 
Steckton on Tees P.t Feb 18 Ord Feb 1s 

ROLINSON, HARRY, Timberhonger, nr Bromsgrove, Farmer 
Worcester Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

SHARPS, JOHN JAMES, Pendleton, Salford, Lancs, 
Salford Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

SHELDON, ALFRED HENKY, Dudiey, 
Pet Feb18 Ord Febit 

SiMPsoNn, MOSES, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Feb 1 
Feb 17 

SWALLOW, Percy, 
Wakefield 


Baker 


Grocer 


iudley 
Ord 


Crigglestone, nr Wakefield, 

Pet Fe 19 Ord Feb 19 

HENRY EDWARD, Stourport, Worcester, Grocer 
Kidderminster Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

TURNER, PERCY, Herne Bay, Draper 
Feb 17 Ord Feb.17 

VIPOND, THOMAS DRANSFIELD, 
R- freshment House Keeper 
Feb 18 

MICHAEL BERNARD, Birmin:ham, 
Merchant Birmingham Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb18 

WIGLEY, ARTHUR, Middlesbrough, Plumbing Contractor 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 


Grocer 
Canterbury Pet 


Kendal, 
Kendal 


We:tmorland 
Pet Feb 18 Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
BARCZINSKY, EDWARD, Earl's Court rd, Jeweller 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
BELL, RICHARD, Caversham, Oxford, Builder Mar 4 at 12 
The Queen's Hotel, Reading 


Mar 4 at 


Grosvenor sq, | BoLTON Bros, Pall Mall, Motor Agents Mar 4 at 1 


Builder BRIDEN, ALFRED CHARLES, Watford, Baker 
| 
| 
| 


Hereford Pet Feb CORDUKES, 


| 


| 
| 


Schoolmaster | 


_ | 
Provision 





| 


Bank 

ruptecy bidgs, Carey st 

Mar 4 at 3 
Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

BUCKLEY, JONATHAN, Stockport, Cheshire, Decorator Mar 
Satit Off Rec. 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Cooper, BARNETT, Upper Thames st, Tobacco Dealer Mar 
4atl12 Hankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

{OBERT WILLIAM, Shipley, Yorks, Picture 
Framer and Joiner Marlatil Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bradford 

DE MURRIETA, C, George st, Hanover sq Mar 3atl 
rupecy bidgs, Carey st 

FOSTER, SWIRE, Morecambe, Lancs, Coachbuilber Mar 3 
at 19.30 Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

GILL@RASS, JOHN, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Mar 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 8t Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 

HALL, HARRY JOSEPH, Mostyn av, Wembley Hill, M iddlx, 
Hosiers Assistant Mar 3 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

HALLETT, HARRY Cross, Burton on Trent, Window Cleaner 
Mar 3at 11.15 County Court, Station s’, Burton on 
Trent 

Jones, D J, Lewisham High rd, Lic:nsed Victualler 
Mar 3 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

KNELLER, JOHN WILLIAM, Oldham, Pork butcher Mar 4 
11.30 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

KNIGdT-BRUCK, HORACE JAMES RONALD, The Avenne, Cran- 
ford, Middix Mar 4st 12 Off Kec, 14, Bedford row 

MATTHEWS, HAROLD DeEwk, Brook st, Grosvenor «q, 
Dentist Mar3 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

MeykK, RICHARD, Myddieton sq, Clerkenwell, Company 
Director Mar 3at11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

NORRIDGE, VILLIAM EDWARD, Upper Catford, nr 
Andover, Hants, Cycle Agent Mar 4 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

PEATTIE, JOHN, Victoria grove, Sout Kensington, Builder 
Mar 5 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs,Carey st 

PARKIN, CHARLES LUTHER, Sheffield, Joiners’ Tool Manu- 
facturer Mar 4at 12 Off Kec, Figtree In Sheffield 

PRESTON, Herbert, Normanton, Yorks, Confectioner 
Mar3atil Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

RICHARDS, ALFRED, Pentre, Glam, Colliery Repairer 
Mar 4 at 11.30 Off Kec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

SIMMONS, ALFRED CECIL, Warlingham, Surrey, Plumber 
Mar 3 at 11 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 


Bank- 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION. AND GUARANTEE 


MOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


SrTERmaT, LONDON, 


Z.o. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the’ Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses tor insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


application. 


The Corporation also 


insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS, 
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Simpson, MOSES, Sheffield, Grocer 
la, She field 
SMITH, "FRANCIS JOSEPH DANIEL, Hereford, Refreshment 
Room Pru: 


Mar 4 at 1230 Off 


rietor Mar 1 at 12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Tirphil, Glam, Collier Mar 3 at 12 


TuckeR, WILLIAM, 
Off Merthyr 


Rec, County Court Office, Town Hall, 


dfil 
wasten, WILLIAM ALBERT. New Malden, Surrey, Fish- 
monger Maré atiz Uff Reo, 14, Bediord row 
WILsoN, FREDERICK HAMMOND, Slough, Bucks, Laundry 
Proprietor Mar 3 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
WHITE, WILLIAM, Folkestone, Temperance Hotel Pro- 
prietor Mar 1 at 12 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canter- 
bury 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


St JOHN, FERDINAND JOHN, Little awe st, 
High Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Feb 
SWALLOW, PERCY, Crigslestone, or Wakefield, Grocer 
Wakefield Pet Feb 19 Ocd Feb 19 
TAYLOR, HENRY EDWARD, Stourport, + Grocer 
Kiddermins.er Pet Feb15 Ord Feb 
TURNER, Percy, Herne Bay, Draper Guster Pet Feb 
17 Ord Feb 17 
| VipoND, THOMAS DRANSFIELD, Kendal, 
Reireshment House Keeper Kendal 
Feb 18 
| WAGNER, WILLIAM ALBERT, New Malden, Surrey, Fish- 
monger Brentford Pet Jan 27” Ord Feb 15 
| WALSH, MICHAEL BBRNARD, Birmingham, Provision 
| Merchant Buminsham Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 


Maylair 


Westmorland, 
Pet Feb i8 Ord 


| WIGLEY, ARTHUR, Middlesbrough, Plumbing Contractor 


Middle.bruugh Pet Fe» 17 Ord Feb 17 


BARKER, FRANK, Rochdale, Woollen Merchant Rochdale | 


Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

BLOMLEY, EDMUND, Rochdile, Coal Merchant Rochdale 
Pet Dec 31 Ovd Feb 18 

Boot, WILLIAM, Darfield. ur Barnsley, Farmer Barnsley 
Pet Feb 19 Oru Feb 19 


BRooK «8, SAMUEL, Netherton, ag reas Manufactarer | 


Dudiey Pet Feb i9 Ord Fe 

Buea, JaMEs, Morley 8 Peter, Nortolk, Farmer 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

CHRISTIN, ALFRED WILLIAM, Finsbury Circus House, 
Blomfield st High Court Pet Novz9 Od Feb i8 

CLARKE, te St Heleus, Lancs Liverpool Pet Jan 30 
Ord Feb 

CLARKE, Jaman, Wissel, Whatlington, Sussex Hast'ngs 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

CLARKE, THOMAS, Buckingham Palace rd, High Court 
Pet Oct 3 Urd Feb 18 

CLEWws, ROBERT FRANK, Nottingham, Caterer Notting- 
ham Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 

CooPpER, BaRN&TT, 
High Court Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 19 

CORDUKES, KOBERT WILLIAM, Shipley, Yorks, 
Framer Bradford Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

DEANE, ALFRED, and ALEXANDER Hyams, 
passaage, Newman st, Tyre Repairers High Court Pet 
Janl4 Ord Feb 15 

Fear, JOHN, Birmingham, 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Foster, SWIRE, Morcambe, Lancs, Coach Builder Preston 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 


Baker Birmingham Pet 


GILLeRASS, JOHN, Stanleytown, Ty orston, Glam, Co'lier | 


Puntypridd vet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

HALL, HARRY JOSEPH, Mostyn av, Wembley Hill, Middlx, 
a Assistaut High Court Pet Feb 17 Ord 
Feb 17 

HALLAS, GEORGE, Great Grimsby, Traw] Bobbin Maker 
Great Grimsby Pet Feb ls Ord Feb 18 

HAuLetr, Hakrky¥ Cross, Burton on Trent, Window 
Cleaner Burton on Trent Pet Feb 18 Ond Feb i3 

HgckLe, WILLIAM, Guisborough, Joiner Stockton on ‘ees 
Pet Febi7 Ord Feb17 


HEIGHES, JAMES, jun, The Brentford Market, Kew Bridge, | 


Potato Salesman Brentford Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 17 

JoHNSON, Harry Warts, Little Heath, Potters Bar, 
Surveyor High Court Pet July 19 Ord Feb 5 

LESLIE. MELVILLE, CHARLES LE DESPENCER, Pall Mall 
High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Feb 19 

es REGINALD Davis, Freshwater, I of W, Builder 

“4-4 and Ryde Pet Feb19 Ord Feb 19 

eee M. Ross, Hereford, Butcher Hereford 
13 Ord Feb 18 

PEATTIE, JOHN, Victoria grove, South Kensington, Bui der 
High Court Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

PRESTON, HERBERT, Normanton, Coniectioner Wakefield 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb 17 

PutTNaM, AMOS, Toctteridge, nt High Wycombe, Bu cher 
Aylesbury Pet Feb18 Or.i Feb 18 

RICHARDS, ALFKED, Ventre, Glim, ed Repairer 
Pontypridd Pet Feb i8 Ord Feb 1 

RICHMOND, THOMAS, Nunthorpe, Saree, Schoolm ster 
Stockton on Tees Pet F-b 18 Ord Feb 18 

Rogers, FRANCIS THOMAS, Rhyl, Flints, Hotel Keeper 
Bangor Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 18 

ROLINSON, HARRY, Timberhonger, nr Bromsgrove, 
Farmer Worcester Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 

SHARPE, JOHN JAMES, Pendleton, Salford Baker Salford 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Fed 19 


Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 


SHELDON, ALFRED HENRY, Dudley, Grocer Dudley aig 


Norwich | 


Upper Thames st, Tobacco Dealer | 
Picture | 


Newman's 


Pet Feb | 


Amended Notice substituted for that pub‘is‘ied iu the 
London Gazette of Nov 29: 
KRISCH, MICHARL, Sebert rd, Forest Gate, 
Hign Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


Essex, Butcher 


Amended Notice substituted for that pub! ished in the 
Londun Gazette of Feb 7: 

FRANCIS HENRY, Hilldrop cres, Holloway, 

Pet Dec ill Ord Feb 4 


CHARLEY, 
Journuist High Court 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Feb. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| BARRETT, C A, and Co, Nether st, North Finchley, Toinery 
| Manufacturers Barnet Pet Jan8 Ord Feb 20 
| BOZWARD, WILLIAM, jun, Worcester, Fruit and Potato 
Dealer Worcester Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 
BucHsNAN, WILLIAM HENRY, Lessar av, Clapram Com- 
mon Wandsworth Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 20 
BUSCOMBE, MON AGUB, Helstou, Cornwall, Saddler Truro 
Pet Feb 20 Ori Feb 20 
DAWSON, JOHN HERBERT, Longsight, Manchester, 
mau Saiford Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
| GATES, GEoRGE, and ARTHUR EDWARD WAITE, 
Sussex, builders Brighton Pet Feb 22 
GRAY, FRANCIs CHARLES, Hatherleigh, 
Clerk Barnet Pet Feb 8 Ord feb 20 
HOLMER, EDWARD JAMES, Garratt |In, Earisfiel!, Wands- 
worth, Tabacco Dealer Wandsworth Pet Jan 29 
Ord Feb 2u 
Hout, JOSEPH, Blackpool, 
Ord Feb 21 
| JONES, Witla Henry, Whitcharch, 
Crewe Pet Feb zo Urd Feb 20 
LEAPMAN, LEOPOLD, - estbourne grove, Jeweller 
Court Pet Feo 21 Ord Feb 21 
MONK, ARTHUR, St Tee ards ov Sea, Monumental Mason 
Hastings Pet Feb 2) Ord Feb %0 
PEEL, ALBé&RT EDWARD, Sheffield, Tailor's 
Shettield Pet Feb2t Ord Feo 21 
RAWLINSON, TiMvuTHY, Orrell, ar Wigan, 
Wigan Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
ROBERTS, WALTER, Maltb,;, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer 
Sheffied Pet Feb21 Ord Feb 21 
SMITH, WILLIAM, Abingdon, Berks, Coal Merchant 
furd Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
SWINN, JOHN THOMAS, Gain:borough, 
hand Furn.ture Dealer Liucoln 
Feo 21 
| THOMAS, THOMAS PHELPS, Garratt In, 
worth, lobacco Dsaler 
Ord Feb 20 
THOMPSON, CHARLES WILLIAM, Queen's rd, 
Builder High Court Pet Dec 4 
ToOBITT and MARSTON, Middle st, 
High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord Feb 20 
TORNER, EDWIN, Much Marcle, Hereford, 
| Hereford Pet Feozl Ord Feb 21 
| WALLER, HARRY, The Avenue, Muswell Hill, Chartered 
Accountant High Court Pet Nov 14 Ord Fev w 
WATKINSON, GEORGE, JOSEPH RICHARD WATKINSON, and 
BEN WATKINSON, Rothwell, Lincs, Farmers Li.coln 
Pet Feb 17 Ord Feb i7 
WHITTINGHAM, WILLIAM, St Annes 
Solicitor Preston Pet Feb3 


Sales- 
Hove, 


Ord Feb zz 
Hadley Wvod, 


Builder Preston Pet Jan 25 
Salop, Florist 


High 


Traveller 


Market Gardener 


Ox. 


Lincoln, 
Pet Feb 


Second 
21 Ora 


Ear!sfield, 
Wandsworth Pet 


Wands- 
Jan 29 
Peckham, 
Ord Fev 20 

Aldersgate st, Milliners 


Blacksmith 


on Sea, Lancs: 


Ord Feb 17 





203rd Year of the Office. The 
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4, S) 
*, 5 
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Crpeod trom Paley dated 17% 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrice: 


] N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED 1710, 
68, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WOREMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE 


| PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manage>, 





WILLINGHAM, WILLIAM HENRY, and Henry Dovenas 
MITCHELL, Great Grimsby, Late Fish Merchants 
Great Grimsby Pet Feb7 Ord Feb 20 

ZEIGLER, RICHARD, Ravenscourt mans Ravenscourt Park 
High Court Pet Jan 2 Ord Feb 20 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 21: 


BARKER, FRANK, Rochdale, Woollen Merchant Rochdale 
Pet Feb 19 Ord Feb 19 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


JACKSON, Percy, Parliament mans, Westminster High 
Court Pet Dec 19 Ree Ord Jan 24 Kesc & Dis Feb 
lu 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


HARTLEY 
ont 


ASHBURNER, JosEPH TySoN, and THOMAS 
CLEGG, Burnley, Cabinet Makers Mar 6 at 11.15 
Rec, Byrom st, Mauchester 

BACON, ARTHUR, Kuddington, Notts, Hatter 
Uff Ree, 4, Castle pl, Para st, Nottingham 

300TH, WILLIAM, Tyers Hill, Darfield, nr barnsley, Farmer 
Mar 5 at 10.30 Off Rec, County Court Hall, Regent 
st (Eastgate entrance), Barnsley 

BOZWARD, WILLIAM, jun, Worcester, Fruit Dealer 
at 2.30 Oif Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

BROOKES, SAMUEL, Netherton, Du iley, Worcester, Tube 
Fittings Manuiacturer Mar6Gatiz Off Kec, 1, Priory 
st, Dudley 

BUCHANAN, WILLIAM HENRY, 
mon Mar 5 at 11.30 132, 
Bridge rd 

BueG, JAMES, Morley St Peter, Norfolk, Farmer 
12.3) Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

CLARKE, CECILY, St Helens, Lancs, Pawnbroker Mar 5 at 
11 Off Rec, Union Marine bidgs, 11, Da e st, Liverpool 

CLARKR, JAMES WILLIAM, Witatlington, Sussex, Clerk in 
Holy Orgers Mar5at 12 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough 
pl, Brighton 

DAX, HERMAN, Norbury, Surrey, Schoolmaster Mar 5 at 
11 182, York rd, Westmin.ter Bridge rd 

Fear, JouN, Birmingham, Baker Mar 5 at 12 
chmbrs, 11 Corporacion at, Birmingham 

HALLAS, GEORGE, Cleethorpes, Fish Box Maker Mar 5 
at 11 Off Kee, st. Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

HECKLE, WILLIAM, Guisborough, Joiner Mar 6 at 11.45 
off Kec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

HEIGHES, JAMES jun, Kew briage, Potato Salesmau 
7at12 Off Rec, 11, Bedford row, London 

JEPSON, ALFReD, Sandbacn, Chester Mar 6 at 12 
Rec, 23, King Eiward st, Macclesfield 

JOHNSON, WALTER JOSEPH, Watford Mar 6 at 3 
14, Bedford row, L mdon 

Jones, WILLIAM Henry, Whitchurch, 

Mar Sati2 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
shire 

LEAPMAN. LEOPOLD, We-tbourne gr, Jeweller 
beankrup cy bligs, Carey st 

LEITH, ALBERS, Sheffield, Jeweller Mar 5 at 11.30 
R c, tigtree lu Sheffield 

LEWSLEY, JAMES WILLIAM, Nottingham, Electrician 
6at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottungham 

MEDWAY, REGINALD Davis, Freshwater, I of W, Builder 
Mar6atll «ff Rec. 98‘ High st, Newport, I of W 

MITCHELL, WALTé&R STUART, Liscard, Ches.er, Chemist 
Mar 5at 12 Off Rec, Union Marine bldgs, 11, Vale st, 
Liverpool 

MONK, ARTHUR, St Leonards on Sea, Monumental Mason, 
Mar 5 at 12.3) Of Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

PARKER, WILLIAM ROBERT, Wooulsthorpe by Belvoir, 
L'nes Maré at 2.30 Of R-c, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottinvham 

PERRY, JAYES, Sheffield, Seed Merchant Mar 5 at 12 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

REEVE, JOHN EDWARD, Small Heath, Brush Manufacturer 
Mar 6at11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
birmingham 

RICHMOND, THOMAS, Nunthorpe, Yorks, Schoolmaster 
Mar 6 at 12 Off Rec, Court chuwbrs, Albert ru, 
Middlesbrough 

Rocers, Faancis THOMAS, Rhyl, Flint, Hotel 
Mar 7at12 Crypt chtbrs, Chester 

RoOLINSON, HARRY, Timberhonger, nr Bromsgrove, Farmer 
Mar 5 at 11.30 Off Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

SHARPE, JOHN JAMKS, Pendleton, Salford, Baker Mar 7 
at 3 Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SHELDON, ALFRED HENRY, Dudley, Grocer Mar 5 at 12 
Off Kec, 1. Priory ss, Dudley 

SWALLow, Percy, Crigglestone, nr Wakefield, 
Mar5at3 Off Ree, 21, King st, Wakefield 

TAYLOR, HENRY EDWARD, Stourport, Worcester, Grocer 
Mar5at3 Lioa Hotel, Kidderminster 

THOMP=ON, CHARLKS WILLIAM, Queen's rd, Peckham, 
Builder Mar 7at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tonitt and Marston, Middle st, Aldersgate st, Milliner 
Mar7 atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TOMLIN, GRORGE FHOMAS, Kushden, Northampton, Carries 
Mar 5 at12 Ov Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

TURNER, Percy, Herne Bay, Draper Mar 5 at 11.30 
Rec, 68A, Castle st, Canterbury 

WALLER, Harry, The Avenue, Muswell Hiil, Chartered 
Accountant Mar7ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey so 

WALSH, MICHARL BERNARD, Birmingham, Provision Mer- 
chant. Mar 6 at 11.30 Ruskin chwbrs, 191, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 

WALTER, HeNRY SILAS, Wells, Somerset, Haulier Mar 5 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

WATKINSON, GEORGE, JOSEPH RICHARD WATKINSON, 
and BEN WATKINSON, Rothweil, Lincs, Farmers 
Mar6ati12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

WIGLEY, ARTHUR, South Bank, Yorks, Plumbing Con 
tractor Maréat 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 


Mar 6 at 1! 


Mar 5 


Lessar av, Clapham Com- 
Yock rd, Westminster 


Mar 5 at 


Ruskin 


Mar 
orn 
Off Rec, 


Salop, Florest 
Stafford- 


Mar 6 at 11 
oft 
Mar 


ort 


Keeper 


Grocer 


or 
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WILLINGHAM, WiLutAM Henry, and Henry Doveias 
MITCHELL, Great Grimsby, Late Fish Merchants 
Mar 6 at 10.30 Of Reo, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 

ZEIGLER, RICHARD, Ravenscroft mans, Ravenscroft Perk 
Mar7 atil.sv bankrupucy bidgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS., 


AnTOS’, WILLIAM James, Stapleton, Bristol Bristol Pet 


Dec 21 Ord Feb 2z 

BARCZINSKY, EDWARD Simeon, Earl's Court 
High Court Pet Jan 2s Ord Feb 21 

BoZWARD, WILLIAM, jan, Worcester, Fruit Dealer 
cester Pet Feb is Ord Feb 18 

BuscomB, MONTAGUE, Helston, Cornwall, Saddler 
Pet Feb 20 Urd Feb 20 


rd, Jeweller 
Wor 


Trur> 





DAWSON , JOHN HERBERT, Longsight, Manchester, Salesman 


Ord Feb 22 


Wellington, Surrey, 
Ord Feb 20 


Pet Feb 22 
Norbary 
Pet Feb 17 
ARTHUR EDWARD WAITE, Hove, 
Brighton Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
Macclesfield Pet 


Salford 


HERMAN, 
Croydon 


Dax, School- 


master 
Gates, Groner, and 
« Sussex, Builcers 
ALFRED, Sandbach, 
Ord Feb 21 
ALFRED, Lillie rd, 
Ord Feb 22 
Henry, Whitchurch, 
Ord Feb 20 


JEPSON Chester 


Feb5 
JENNINGS, GEORGE 
Court Pet Oct 20 
WILLIAM 
Pet Feb 20 
ALBERT ARTHUR, Bedford Court mans, 
Cuambers High Court Pet 


Fulham 
JONES, Salop, 
Crewe 
JORDON, 
of Residential 
Ord Feb 20 
KENNEDY, George, Epsom, Trainer of Horses 
Pet Feb3 Ord Feb 21 
KinG, CHARLES Henry, Lincoln's Inn fields, 
Clerk High Coast Pet Nov 20 Ord Feb 22 
LEAPMAN, LEOPOLD, Westbourne grove, Jeweller 
Court Pet Feb21 Ord Feb 21 
MIDGLEY, ARTHUR WALTER, Bramley, 
Manufacturer Leeds Pet June 26 
MITCHELL, WALTER STUART. Liscard, Chemist 
head Pet Jan 29 Ord Feb 20 
PEEL, ALBERT EDWARD, 
Sheffied Pet Feb 21 
RAWLINSON, TIMOTHY, Orrell, nr Wigan, Market Gardener 
Wigan Pet Febz1 Ord Feb 21 
Roperts. WALTER, Maltby, nr Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer 
sheffield Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
Simpson, Moses, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffie'd 
Ord Feb 19 
Sith, WILLIAM, 
Oxford Pet Feb 21 
STOKES, FREDERICK GREGORY, Wormwood st, Company 
Promoter Hgh Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Feb 20 : 
THOMAS Second Hand 
Lincoln Ord Feb 21 
High Court 


Dex 


Croydon 


nr Leeds, Boot 


Ord Feb 19 


Sheffield, Tailor's Traveller 


Ord Feb 21 


Abinedon. Berks, Coal Merchant 


Ord Feb 21 


SwiInn, JOHN Gainsborough, 

Furnit..re Dealer Pet Feb 21 
Louis EMANUEL, Leadenhall st 
Ord Feb 20 


THORMAN, 
Pet Nov l4 

Tosttt, THOMAS, Middle st, Aldersgate st, Milliner 
Court Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 2z 

TURNER, Epwin, Much Marcle, Hereford, Blacksmith 
Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 


Pet 


High | 
Florist | 


Manager | 
23 


Solicitor’s 


Hight 


Birken- | 


Pet Feb 1 


High | 


} 
WATKINSON, GEORGE, JOSEPH RICHARD WATKINSON, and 


Ben WATKINSON, Rotuwell, Lincs, Farmers Linc in 


Pet Feb17 Ord Feb 17 


WILLINGHAM, WILLIAM HENRY, Cleethorpes, Fish Ruyer, | 


MITCHELL, 
Pet Feb 7 


HENRY DOUGLAS 
Great Grimsby 


Great Grimsby 
Ord Feb 20 


and 
Secretary 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 17 : 





HOME MISSIONS 


(Central Finance). 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES 
SOCIETY in its endeavour to provide 
assistant Clergy for the slums and the 
poorer suburbs of large cities, and for 
the mining and other industrial towns, is 
endeavouring to act as a CENTRAL 
AGENCY for conveying help to those 
parts of the country where pressure is 
greatest. The Society’s work is of very 
real importance at the present moment. 
It enables Churchpeople in any given part 
to send help to those needy places which 
are beyond the border of the Diocese in 
which they live, and therefore cannot be 
helped by their contribution to its Diocesan 
Finance. In this way, the A.C.S. has 
given great help in the past to the growing 
populations in Barrow, Grimsby and 
Middlesbrough, to the colliery regions of 
South Wales. and to the populous poor 
districts of South London and ‘ London 
over the Border.” 


A.C.S. Office: 
14, CREAT SMITH ST., LONDON, S.W. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by saathority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 

ENRY GREEN Advertisement Agent 


begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 


I 


| to the advantages of his long experience of upwards uf 
| fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices. 


&c., and to solicit their continued sapport. — N,B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Ureditora and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
Fue of “‘ London Gazetie” kept for free reference. By 
&ppointment, 





GPECIALITY. — Legal Translations all 
h Langaages; Typewriting, mod. charges.—Mlle. A. 
Cowrent, 101, Leaceohall-street, &.C, (‘Pnone: “ Avenus 
4747"), and 8, Argyli-place, R2gent-strest, West (’Phone ; 
Gerrard 0344). 





W ANTED, to Purchase small Convey- 
ancing Pracucs on retirement or death. — H., 
care of “ Svlicitors’ Journal,” 27, Chanceryg-lane, W.C. 





>EVERSIONS, Life Interests, Life 
Policies, Mortgages ou Freenold or Leasehoid Pro- 
perues ; enquiries invuea from Solicitors or others having 
funds available for parchase or loans on above invest- 


| mente, or requiring to piace similar securities.—Asu- 


WILLI«Ms, HENRY, Clifton-on-Teme, Worcester, Carpenter | 


Worcester Pet Decll Ord Jan 10 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Feb 21: 


Provision 
Ord Feb 18 


BERNARD, Birmingham 
Pet Feb 18 


MICHAEI 
Birmingham 


WALSH, 
Merchant 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED In THE Reton oF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS, 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


| prices given.—W 





PLANTS, Grays lon-chnambers, High Holborn, 





wa NTED TO PURCHASE, OLD 
PARCHMENT ; large or small quantities: high 
° Waskatter, 24, Hungerford-road, 
Holloway, N. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS, 


A Large Stock of SECOND-HAND REPORTS AND 
TEXT-BOOKS always on Sale. 
Libraries Valued or Purchased. 


14 BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR. 
Removed from 3, Bream's Buildings.) 








AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the 
writing 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 


| ee pt 
‘ollowing 


PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Hol 


Note :— 
A unique Booklet 
about 


LIBRARY 


AND 


STUDY 
FURNITURE 


ASY and 
Writing Chairs 
Roll-top Tables, 
Bookcases, Ad- 


justable Couches 
Will be sent free by 


MAPLE 


& CO LTD 
TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
LONDON 














EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans mau be Capitalizea. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, f Secretaries. 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823, 


Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at anaual interest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
allowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, &764,825. 


30 Coleman St., London, E.C. 


LIVERPOOL MORTGAGE 
INSURANCE CO., LIMITED, 


6, CASTLE STREET, LIVERPOOL. 
Subsoribed Capital - £250,000 
Mortgages, Bonds, Debentures, Deposit Receipts, Loans oa 
Reversions and other Securities Insured. Guarantee Fidelity. 

Acts as Executors and Trustees either solely or joinily. 


BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 











BRAND & CO., Lid, Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 
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